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Mong the Advertiſements in 
The Evening Poſt, No. 2254 is 
one, of which the tollowing 

— Words are a Piece Bi- 

op Burnet's Miſtakes, defective Reaſonings, 

d Partialities in his I and II Volumes of 

Hiſtory of the Reformation plainly diſcove- 

. See Mr. Collier 's Eccleſiaſtical Hiſtory, 

(ol, II. p. 10, 11, 19, 53, 68, 69, 95, 
„ 104, 108, 109, 170, 173, 181, 187, 

19, 220, 247, 248, 262, 281 282, 

ds, 316, 317, 318, 348, 354, 305» 

66, 398, 404, 424, 435. And ſee Mr- 
lier's Anſwer to ſome Exceptions in Bp. Bur- 

s Third Part of the Hiſtory of the Re- 

Imation; Printed for Rich. Sare, Oc. 

15. And ſince theſe Miſcperformances in 

p Burnet are apparent and undeniable, the 

veſtion will be, Whether in his Poſthu- 

ous Hiſtory of his own Time, his bare Af- 
mation is ſufficient Authority? And 
ether what he reports from Hear/ay, 

aadice, or Diſaffetion, may paſs for a 

unter Ballance to more than legal Evi- 

ce? A 2 The 


The Preface: 


The Meaning of this Aavertiſemey; ; 
I believe, pretty plain. The. Author 
it is afraid the Biſhop's Reputation w 
cauſe his Hiſtory of his own Time to he x 
ceived, by which he apprehends the! 
tereſt of the Idol of his Party will be: 
fected. And therefore to diſcredit the! 
ſhop all he can, he here charges him wi 
Miſtakes, Defective Reaſonings, Partialiti 
and "mp arent and andeniable Miſ-performan 
in Order to ſhe that the Biſhop is ſo fil 
partial, and prejudiced a Writer, as not 
deſerve to have any Credit given to him, 
to any Thing he writes, by any Body A 
if the Advertiſer can but perſwade People 
believe this. His Lordſhipꝰs Writings will 
good for little elſe but Waſte-Paper. Bu 
may ſafely apply to him the Words of t 
 Pfalmiſt ; Behold he trauaileth with iniqu 
and hath conceived miſchief, and brought fo 
falſehood. His miſchief ſhall return 11 
his own head, and his violent dealing . 
c:me down upon his own pate. 

In the following Papers, I have carefu 
examined the ſeveral References made 
this Advertiſer to Collier's Hiſtory, and; 
made it, I believe, pretty plain, that hi 
miſtaken in his Man; that 'tis not the] 
ſhop but Collier, who has ſo plainly diſco 
ed a bi-otted Partiality and Prejudice, 
whoſe Hiſtory is ſo full of Miſtakes, delf = 
tive Reaſonings, and apparent Viſ-perto 
ances. I have indeed in this Examinat 
confined my ſelf io his, the Advertiſer's, ! 
ferences, without ſo much as ſtepping 


The Preface. 
ge to take Notice of any other of Mr. Col? 
rs Blunders, falſe Facts and Reaſonings 3 


I ad particularly his pretending to correct 
ether Mens Miſtakes, when they are only 
rade by himſelf; But I promiſe my 
e Neader, that if I live to ſee the fame or 


lice Occaſion for examining his whole 
Voluminous Hiſtory, as I have now for 
letecting a Part of it, he ſhall have a 
further Proof how ill qualified that Gentle- 
man is to be an Hiſtorian, either of Church 
or State. I have long ſince compared his 
Church Hiſtory with the * Authors he 
quotes, and know what a licentious Free- 
dom he has taken with them; how he has 
meta morphoſed their Senſe, and made them 
ſpeak what he would have them ſay. I 
know his Spight againſt the poor Lollards, 
whom he falſely repreſents, as having very 
dangerous Opinions both with Reſpect to Faith 
d Property: and have many Inſtances to 
produce ot the ſeeming Pleaſure he takes in 
abuſing the Memory of the piaus Confeſſors, 
during the Tyranny of Popery; and ma- 
king them a gazing ſtock by Reproaches : And 
all becauſe they could nor fall down to his 
Idol of the Poatificate ; and, in Oppoſition 
co his Scheme of Sacerdotal Powers, belie- 
ved, that to GOD alone it appertains to for- 


| — _ 


be Advertiſer may ſee a Specimen of Mr. Collier“ 
Treackery in this Particular, by comparing bis Hiſtory, V ol, 
. þ, 67, col. 1. with Anthony a Wood, Antique. 
Univer, Oxon. Lib, I. P. 222. 600. 1, whom he quotes. 

| — give 


The Preface. 


give Sins; and that there need nor dai 
Prieſts to offer up Sacrifices firſt for their ogy 
Sins, and then for the Peoples, 

As for what I have now done, in Vindi. . 
cation of a Perſon, who was both an emi. 
nent and an uſeful Biſhop of this Church, 
and deſerved better of the preſent Ape than 
to be thus vilified and abuſed, as a Perſon 
not of common Honeſty; I'm ſure I can 
truly ſay, that J have not done it out of any 
ſelfiſh View, either to gratify any parti- 
cular Pique againſt Mr. Collier (whom I. 
nor his Advertiſer T do not ſo much as 
know) or to do my Self any Kindneſs in this 
World : But I do certainly know that the 
Biſhop is ſlandered and wronged by Mr. 
Collier and this Advertiſer ; and it's cer- 
tainly every Chriſtian's Dury to vindicate, 
it he can, thoſe whom he is ſure are thus 
male-treated. Beſides, the Reformation it 
ſelf is plainly wounded through the Biſhop's 
Sides; and under the cover of expoling 
His Lordſhip's Hiſtory of it, the Principles 
on which it proceeded, are endeavoured 
to be baffled and ſhewn to be Falſe. Had 
Mr. Collier ſtruck out any new Light to the 
Tranſactions of thoſe Times, or corrected 
any Miſtakes in the Biſhop's Hiltory, 
which His Lordſhip had overlooked him- 
ſelf, or had eſcaped the Obſervation of o. 
thers, we ſhould have been obliged to him: 
But inſtead of this, it's too plain, that his 
H:ſtory is written to recommend the Dit. 
tiaction between the Court and Church of 
Raume, to pe [wade the Readers, that Pope- 
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The Preface 


is nothing elſe but the Eucroachments and 


| another's Words, for our Advertiſer to 
ppoſe Mr. Collier to the Biſhop, as an Hiſto- 
un, and an impartial one it muſt 
zund like Ridicule and Feſt to all who know 
he Geniu of Men, and the particular Ta 


1 s they are Maſters of. 
7 MW 1amn't inſenſible how I expoſe my ſelf, 
" Wy this Vindication, to the Malice of ſome 
5 earts, and the Strife of their Tongues. 


The Treatment which the Biſhop has met 
jith, is a Demonſtration of the Nature of 
arty, and the Wickedneſs of Party-malice ; _ 
tat it can make Men ſtoop to the forry 
cfuge of ſhameleſs and groundleſs Lyin 
Ir their Cauſe. But let the Faction hif? 
laud as they pleaſe, ſo long as their 
ting is plucked out, (as I hope they ll 
ever recover it) 'and they have not the 
cular Arm at their Beck, to defend with 
force their worldly Church, and execute 
heir 1 Mandates, I hope to live 
curely. | 

All I have to add is, in Anſwer to the 


: . lavertiſer, that ſince J have ſhewn, as I'm 
, Pre have done, inthe ſeveral Inſtances to 
0. ſuch he refers, that the late Reverend Bp. 

, ret is not partial or miſtaken (except in 


ais Te two Particulars of calling Dr. Edmund 
Omer, Dr. Edmunas, P-· 53 and ſaying 
276. that Bp. Barlow had never been mar- 
d,) and that his Lordſhip's Reaſoning is 

EI oY not 


vat ions of the former, and to vent his x... x1, 
len againſt the Biſhop for propagating yo. 11. p. 
ery iferent Notions. And therefore, to 161. col. 2. 


The Preface. 
not defective ; I have a Right to deman 
of him, that the Biſhop be look d on by ij 
as a good Evidence, not only as to Thing 
which he knew himſelf, but which he 1, 
ports on the Teſtimony of others. 


Jan · 11th, 1727. 


E RR AT A. 


P43E 14, Line 22, r. on; p. 16, Mar. Note, |. 

of; p. 20, I. 2. r. Cnighton; p. 22, J. 10, r. ſayin 
p. 25 l. z, dele as; p. 26, l. 22, 23, r. to ſuch as they w 
under the Goſpel, who had the Gitt of Miracles, p 
ticularly of diſcerning the Hearts and Thoughts 
Men. P. 29, l. 5, from the bottom r. as if removily v 
him from his See. p. 30, J. 7, r. or rather a notional 
p. 4T, l. 22, r. propria; p. 47, l. 2, r. mean on 


00 


 SNOLLIER' Eccleſiaſtical Hi- 
Bal ſtory, Vol. II. p. 10. c. 2. 

Ip. 11. c. 1. This Year, as our 
Learned Hiſtorian relates, Six Men 
and a Woman were burnt at Co- 
ventry, for teaching their Children 
| the Lord's Prayer, the Ten Com- 
ndments, and;the Creed in the vulgar Tongue. 
this, as he continues, was Crime enough to bring 
Wn 0 the Stake, This is a very ſevere Charge 
w the then Church of England, and therefore, I 


bh it looks ſtrangely improbable, Then, 
jp Matter of Fact, there ſeems to be a Miftake. 
e learned Hiſtorian cites Fox for his Authority: 
this looks like a lame Story. For Fox cites no 
vr Authority than one Mother Hall.] Thus does 
Collier attempt to ridicule the Biſhop's Hiſ- 
V and Fox's Acts, as if they were only a Par- 


5 
ying 
y W 
8, | 
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a very ſevere Charge upon the then Church of En- 
nd, and Mr Collier therefore hopes it is not true. 
t, in the ft Place, it is not true that the Bp. 
es Fox to prove, that if any taught their Children 
Lord's Prayer, Cc. that was Crime enough to 
ins them to the Stake, What he quotes Fox 
tis, that this brought to the Stake Six Men and 
Yoman at Coventry in _ Paſſion-Week, 15 - 

| 2: 1 


Bp. Burnet's 
Hiſtory of the 
Reformation, 
Part I. p. 31. 


pe the Reverend Author was miſ-informed, Far. 


[ of old Wives Fables, becauſe what they ſay 


5. 40. 


Ads and 
Monuments, 


Vol Il. p.226, 


c. 1. ed. 1631 


Jore their Death or after, nor yet was any 
Matter greatly oljected to them in their Exam 


Fox's As, 3. Bp. Longland's* Regiſter is an authentick Pr, 
Oc. Vol. IL that Men or Womens Teaching or Learningt 


« 4 © a 
2. It is falſe that Fox cites no otherAuthority 
this Story than one Mother Hall. He only nau 
her, indeed; but he ſays, The Witneſſes of this A 
be yet alive, who both ſaw them ard knew thi 


Ten Commandments, Pater noſter, Ave, and (Cy 
in Engliſh, was Crime enough to bring them 
the Stake. Why elſe was this objected to th 
as a Crime? And why were they forced to; 
jure their doing ſo to have their Liberty ? 
Mr. Collier miſ-repreſents Fox : He ſays, that 
likewiſe zells us that the Biſhop and his Officer 
clared theſe Perſons did not ſuffer for having 
Lord's Prayer and the Ten Commandments 
Engliſh ; but upon other Articles: Whereas H 
Words are; And for ſo much as the People bei 
grudge ſomewhat at the Cruelty ſhewed, and at 
unjuſt Death of theſe innocent Martyrs, the Bil 
with his Officers and Prieſts cauled it to be 
ſed abroad by their Tenants, Servants, and il, 
mers, that they were not burned for having 
Lord's Prayer, and the Commandments in En 
but becauſe they did eat Fleſh on Fridays and 
faſting Days: which could not be proved eithe 


tion. 5. Mr. Collier might have added to o {| 


49.532. 


Primers printed about this Time, were pri 
in Engliſh, The vij Peticyons of the Pater Noi 
by John Colet Dean of Poule's. The xij arty 0 


reaſoning Part, it he had known it: That ni 


the fayth, the whyche every true chriſten ma 
woman be bound to byleve. And the Ten Commai 
»entes. But theſe were not according to tie 


Mat Fox cares from Regiſters and Records, I ff * 
Reaſun to queſtion. Collier's Anſwer to ſome Eaception m 
p- II. col. 2. | 


binals, but framed to ſerve. the Purpoſes of 
en that made them. For Inſtance the V. 
nicle of the Creed is thus exprefled, I bylewe 
Wt he deſcendyd to hell, and fet out the good Soules 
bt were in faith and hope the ix Article, 
hleve in the holy Chyrche Catholyke. In 
een Commandments, the ſecoud of them is 
ite omitted, and the Reſt very much abridged. 
is therefore moſt probable, that f the Tranſ- 
tions of the Lord's Prayer, &c. for which thoſe 
entioned in Bp. Longland's Regiſter and elſe- 
here, were proſecuted and puniſhed, were made 
Dr Miclif, &c. Now by a Conſtitution of 


(Tra of John Miclif's, without its being firſt 
mined and approved by one of the Univerſi- 
es, was decreed and ordained to ſuffer as a 
romoter of Schiſm and Hereſy. This ought 
have been known by one who dares to 
rite himſelf TIea7@ Tis *Exxandias ANN 
ind it he had known it, he could not have 
hought it extreamly incomprehenſible, that the 
hurch ſhould make it Capital for the People to 
arn what they had no mind they ſhould know: 
make bold to add, that by the publick Offices 
hen in Uſe, it ſeems as if the People were not 
fly to {ay the Lord's Prayer, &c. in Latin; but 
hat they were to teach them in that Language 
0 their Children. Thus runs the Rubrick, in the 
Engliſh of that Time, in the * Ordo ad faciendum 
atechumenum or Office of Baptiſm. J Goodfaders 
Wind goodmoders and all that be here about ſay in the 
hype of god and our layde and of the 12 Apoſtellys 


+ The Pesſons accuſed we find frequently charged of in. 
fucking others not to worſhip Images, which is the ſecond 
Ummandment, 


Manuale ad uſum inſignis eceleſie Sarisburienſis. Ro- 
omaęi apud Robertum Valentinum, 1554. 
| B 2 | a Pater 


Bp. Arundel, any one who read any little Book A.D. 1408. 


| | 12 
a Pater Noſter and Ave Maria and Credo in D. 
um. That we maye ſo mynyſter thys bleſſjd Say 
ment that yt maye be to the Pleaſure of almyghty gi 
and confuſyon of our goltly enmy, and ſalvacyon of Wes 
ſowle of this chylde. J Godfaders and godmdy 
of thys chylde, whe charge you that ye charge 1 
foder and te moder to kepe it from fyer and water a; 
* Perils, other * Pelers to the Age of ſeven Tere, and that 
lerne or fe yt be lerned the Pater Noſter, Ave, 40 
Credo, after the laue of all holy churche, aud i 
all goodly haſte to be confermed of my lorde of t 
dhociſe, or of hys depute, and that the moder bryy 
ayen the cryſom at her Puryfycation, and waſhe yy 
Way to the hand or ye departe the chyrche. And this we a 
true Church, aſſured by the learned Dr. John White, was a 
* 2 a ion tually the Practice of the Engliſh Papiſts. Th 
20 alle men to is What he ſaw and heard dwelling among the 
take bede and at Eccles in Laucaſhiie, that they ſuperſtitiouſ 
beware re- refuſed to pray in their own Language. Th 
Pe. Chriſtoſerſon vindicates and tells us, that Exp 
rience hath plainly taught us, that it is much bei 
for the People not to underſtand the Common Servi 
of the Church, then to underſtand it. Dr. Whi 
accordingly informs us, that he has heard ſome« 
the common People thus ſay their Creed; Creezu 
zunm Patrum onitentem creatorum ejus anicum d 
minum noſtrum, qui cum ſops virigini Maris crit 
fixus Ponchi Pilati audubitiers morti by ſonday j 
ther a fernes ſcelereſt uu judicaturum fivis a mort 
bus. Creezum. ſpirituum ſanctum eccli Catholi i 
miſſurum peccaturum communiorum obliviorum, b 
| tam et turnam again. | 
Hiſtery ef P. 19, c. 2. The ſuppreſſion of theſe Monaſi 
4 ef a 17 1 ries gives our learned Church Hiſtorian, Mr. C 
- x"  * ſays, an Occaſion of running a great Length M 
| Sat yr upon the Inſignificancy and Mif- behavioil 
of the Religious- This, as a learned Re 
marker obſerves, is a very hard Cenſure upon 
whole Order of Men ——2————, | The Time 19 
| | 5 terre 


| CTY) 
ned 'to by the Bp. of this Settlement of the 
Monks, and their giving themſelves up to Idleneſs 
(Pleaſure, is plainly the Time when Learning 
ran to be reſtored, when they were every where 
nlelled of the beit Church Benefices, and when 
eReſtorers of Learning, ſuch as Eraſmus, Ludo- 
ws Vives, &c lived. i. e. At the Time of the 
formation. And how much the Monks then 
klerved the Character here given them, may not 
be proved from the Writers who lived at 
at Time, but from a learned Prelate of our 
m, the judicious Bp. Sanderſon, to whom, I 
bye, Mr Collier has not that Prejudice and Aver- 


ole n Oneiz Evil Bealts, Slow Fellics, Stall- 
Jed Monks and Fryars, who live mew'd up in 
their Celis and Cloiſters, like Boars in a Franck, 
pining themſelves into Lard, and beating down 
their bodies till their girdles crack. — 
Theſe Monks of latter Times by their affected 
abſurd habits, and geſtures and rules ; by their 


7 groſs and dull ignorance; by their inſufſerable 
ne pride, though pretending humility, and their 
zu more than Phariſaical overlooking of others; 


% Earth, and that under colour of Religion, and ted t720, 
nor pretences of Poverty; by their ſenſual wallow- 1723. 

li Wing in all eaſe, and idleneſs and fulneſs of 

„ bread, and (the fruits of theſe) in abominable 


and prodigious filthineſs and luxury : became as 
Proveros and By-words in the mouths and pens 
of men of all ſorts.” For this Account of the 
lonks, his Lordſhip refers to Eraſmus, Ni- 
viola de Clemancis, Fran. Modins, Polydore Vir- 
„ Alvarus Pelagius, Palingenins, Richard of Ar- 
ah, William de Sancto Amore, Robertus Abbas 
WU iſmenfis, and our learned Cambaden, 3 

Fr 68. 


in as its plain he has to Bp. Burnet. Thus. 44 Pepulum 
hes his Lordſhip write of them. Firit, Sermen IV. 


by their inſatiable Avarice, and palpable Arts g..n, 1e. 
of getting into their hands the fatteſt of the /s Lite, prin- 


(14) 


Rifory of Page 68. col. 2. Marginal Note, By, Bum 
the Refirma- tranſlates proſequar & impugnabo in the Origi 
tin. Vol. I. by reſiſt and perſecute.] 1- The Engliſh tr; 
P. 123. lation of theſe two Oaths is not Bp. Bury? 
„ his Lordſhip tranſcribed it from Hall, who tei 
265, of the us that they are the Copies which the King df 
Reign of K. livered to the Speaker of the Commons Hou 
Hen. VIII. May 11, in the 24th Year of his Reign. 2. 

the Oath in the Roman Ponrifical of the Anus 

Fee so. edit. 1627, the Words here ſaid to be mi- tau 

lated, are pro poſſe perſequar & impugnabo. 
thid, mar. Note. In Biſhop Burnet's Trau 
tion it is So help me GOD and all Saints; þ 
all Saints are not in the Original.] In the 
ſhop's Hiſtory it is, ſo GOD me help aud * 
Saints, and ſo it is in the Copy which Hall 
given us of this Oath. | 
Ibid. This learned Hiſtorian ſuppoſes, Mr. Col 
ſays, the Contradiction between theſe two Oaths 
Jo vifible, that it had ſoon produced a ſevere Cen 
from the Houſe, if the Plague had not hindred , | 
65: brought in à Proregation ; but then, lays he, |! 
not pleaſed to give us the Proof of this Conjectt 
But Hall tells us, the opening of theſe Othes was 
of the Occaſions why the Pope within two Yeare 
lowing, loft all his Furiſdiftion in England. WY" 
King and Parliament could, it ſeems, ſee the 
confiſtency between the two Oaths, tho* Mr. Coll. 
Ran oo 

Hiſtory of Page 95. col. 1. Our learned Church Hiſt 

8 . obſerves that Sufſragan Biſhops were put down 


tion. Vol, I . 5 
2 5 58. legrees from the Ninth Century: But this Rem 


2 — — — 2 — a — — 


* The Oath of the King's Supremacy in the Ad 28 
VIII. cap. 10. is thus concluded; fo help him God, Wilhc 
Sajnts, and the holy Evangeliſtes. | 

And thus was it inſerted in the firſt Engliſh Ord 
1549; in which the Oath ef the King's Supremacy was 
concluded. Sohelpe me GOD, all Sainctes, and the hol 
vangeliſtes. Which Words were the Occaſion of Bp, Ho0 
Jerupling tbe taking that Oath, | 


"IT / 


dum 1 657. Why won't it? Becauſe this pre- 

igt 't - : 
uded PROTOS preſumes to write of Things 
either does not or will not underſtand. The 


op ſays, Theſe Suffragan Biſhops, for which 
oriſion was now made by an Act of Parlia- 


5 - nent, were believed to be the ſame with the Chore- 
"_ icopi in the Primitive Church, which as they were 
. 1 unn before the firſt Council of Nice, ſo they con- 


Degrees, and now revived in England. The 


ht apace in the Churth that now [in the fifth 
ntury] their Power was ſinking, and it went on 
decay and duindle by degrees, till at laſt ia the 
Ninth Century when the forged Decretals were ſet 
y foot, it was pretended that they were not true 
bibops, and ſo the Order by the Popes Tyranny came 
we laid aſide in the Weſtern Church. Some At- 

pt was made in England, at the beginning of the 
Lormation to reſtore theſe under the Name of Suf- 
bean Biſhops, Againſt theſe Facts Mr. Collier 
fetends to reaſon ; That Peter Corbarienſis was 
kfraganu to the Biſhop of London in the Reign of 
Eduard III; that it appears by the Preamble 
the Act for Nomination of Suffragans, &c. that 
ulragans have been accuſtomed to be had within this 
lm and that there were actually ſuch Pre- 


* tes at the making this Statute, becauſe the 

hop is enjoyned to provide Two Biſhops or 
28 1 agans to conſecrate him with the Arch- 
3-4, Wihop. And this is true that ſuch Suſſtagans 


fre very common here in England in the 13th 


made Biſhops 


be 


med in the Weſtern Church till the Ninth Century, 
Wl ther a Decretal of Damaſcus being forged that 
wemned them, they were put down every where 


entury, and after: Mielif obſerves that Freres x, 
to go and preche and con- MS, 


nt Heathen men, and leave this Ghoſtly Ojjice and 


Origznes 


armed Mr Bingham obſerves the ſame ; That Eccle. Vol. L 
n Time, A. D. 439, their Authority began to P. 177, Ge. 


2 bjellions 7 


eres, C. 10. 


(16) 
be + Suffragans in England. They had the 
Titles from Places in partibus injidelium, or fro 
Bp Gibſen's Places, in which (though there were fixed Seer 
Codex p. 155. and they had been ordained to them) they cou 
not remain with Safety: and were commiſſionedlii 
by ſuch Biſhops as were ſo infirm as not to be 
able to go about their Dioceſes themſelves, tog 
about them for them, to preach, dedicate Church 
es, Conſecrate Virgins, celebrate Orders, con 
firm Children, and to execute other Things which 
are requiſite to the Epiſcopal Office. But hon 
does this ſhew that the Biſhop of Sarum's Re- 
| mark, wiz, that Suffragan Biſheps, i.e. th 
= Chorepiſcopi were put down by degrees from the 
See Bp. Sil. Ninth Century, won't hold? For tho' the ancient 
ling fleet of the Chovepiſcepi and theſe Suffragans were much dl 
Dutics and the ſame Nature, yet in ſome Reſpect theſe lat 
_ cle ter were new both in Name and Thirg. Suff 
arochial | f . 
Clergy. p. 147 Kaus were properly the Biſhops of the Province 
ſo called becauſe Archiepiſcopo Suffragari & aſſiſter 
Lib. J. Tit. 2, zenentur, &c. as Lyndwood expreſſes it. The Cl 
c. I, repiſcopi had no diſtin& See of their own, but 
were ordained to a Part of the Biſhop's See 
whereas theſe Suffragans were actually Biſhops d 
other Sees, tho they did not reſide upon them 
So that the Suffragans provided by this Act d 
26 Hen. VIII, came much nearer to the Ordet 
of the Chorepiſcopi, which therefore may proper 
ly enough be ſaid to have been then attempred i 
be reſtored. | 7 
Page $96. By this general Rennnciation 0 i 
7 8 5 Pope's Supremacy by the Univerſities, Clergy and Re 
he Reforima . J. f ; 
tien Pat I. ligious already mentioned, it appears, ſays Mr. Co 


p- 83. lier, they are iniſtrepreſented by our learned Chur 


* 


+ In a Ruvrick in the Order f Baptiſm ſecundum wu! 
Sarum theſe Suffragans ſeem to be ſtiled the Biſbef. De 
putys, Se p. 7. | 

* Vith this Proviſo the Supremacy was pajjed, 50 il! 
without ſomething if a Struggle. Collier Ectle, Hiſt 
Vol. II. p. 62. Gl, 2. 1 

' i 


| C29") i 
Fiforian, and wrongfully charged with conſtant Op- 
wfition to the Reformation. | The BiſhopsWords are, 
inthe Place referred to; In the Houſe of Peers great 
Oppoſition was made to the Bills, againſt ſome of the 
pa exorbitant Abuſes of the Clergy ; and the Cler- 
by both within aud without Doors did defame them, 
ud ſaid, Theſe were the ordinary Beginnings of 
Hereſy, to complain of Abuſes, and pretend Re- 
ormation on purpoſe to diſgrace the Clergy, 
om which Hereſy took its chief Strength: And 
the Spiritual Lords did generally oppoſe them. Hall Chron. fol. 
zys the ſame, that the Archbiſhop of Canterbury _— » 5 
eſpecial, and all other Biſhops in general both VIII. ” 
uned and grunted ; that the Spiritualtie ſore de- 
ended their lawes and conStitutions by preſcription 
ud uſuage, to whome an anſwere was made by a gen- 
nan of Greyes Inne: the Uſage hath ever ben 
f theves to robbe on Hoter's hill, ergo is it law- 
P. 47. col. 2. | | 
Mr. Collier charges the Biſhop with being o- 
ber- ſevere in his Remark, that the Clergy oppo- 
ed this and all other Motions for Reformation: and: 
his he here {tiles @ wrongful Charge. But as ſe- 
vere and wrongful as this Remark is, if I under- 
and Eng liſb, Mr. Collier ſays the ſame in other 
ords, Page 45. col 1. The leading Church- 
hen, ſays he, thought all Innovation dangerour, 
of that the Fundamentals of Religion might ſuffer 
N 
Page 104. col. 1. Mr. Collier inſults the Biſhop 
or his calling Cromuell's Office of Vicar- General, 
Ind Lord Vicegerent two different Places, and af- 
tming they were held by two different Commiſ- 
lons ; and tor not recollecting his Miſtake when 
e met with Cromwel!'s Commiſſion for Vicar-Ge- 
eral. But tho his Lordſhip had not ſeen this 
yg or rather a Piece of it, when he 
rote the t Part of his Hiſtory, its plain he ,,. 
Was not ignorant that Cromwell's Commiſſion 2 
yas, at firſt, conceived in very general Words, and p. I. p. 181. 
5 that 


Hiſtcry of the with the Engliſh Hiſtory, knows that the Dan 
Re fer mation uſed to viſit the Religious Houſes, and make In 
P. I. p. 157-roads on them, and plunder them in the freque 


Fart II. 


Preface p. 9. is evident, even to Demonſtration. Bp. Sand: 


A. D. 1720, Kingdom. And by a Note lately printed | 


p. 264. 


in the higheſt of their Fortune the Religious Hou 
will not be found to exceed the Proportion & 


618 ) 


that he was called in it the King's * Vage 
in Ecclefiaſtical Cauſes, his Vic ar- General, wii 
Official Principal. But his Lordſhip quotes Lott 
Herbert as having ſeen and mentioned a fen 
Commiſſion in July 1536. But ſuppoſe the O 
fices of Vicegerent and Vicar-General to be th 
ſame. the Biſhop's Miſtake is not ſo great 1 
Mr. Collier's is, who affirms this Commiſſion e 
Cromuell's to be ſtill extant, when by his oe 
Copy it appears there's only left a Piece of it. 

Page 108. col. 2. Mr. Collier very unfairly put 
together what the Biſhop ſays of the Erghth Cen 
tury, and the Time of the Reformation, and the 
reflects on him as ſetting the Period of the Wealth 
the Religious Houſes too high. Every one 2cquainte 


Invaſions they made here from A. D. 754 to 100! 
and that the Reaſon of their ſo doing was thi 
the moſt ſubſtantial People fled to thoſe Hou 
for Sanctuary, and brought thither all their mon 
able Wealth, as to Places of the greateſt Security 
And that at the Reformation the beſt Part of thei” 
of England was in the Hands of the Religioſ 


ſon tells us that they became Lords of very lit 
leſs than one Half of the Temporalties of t 


Mr. Hearne, among the Minutiæ at the End ( 
Rob. de Avecbury, &c. i: appears that of 5321 
Knights Fees, the Religious had 28,000. | 
Contradiction to this our PR oT 0s affirms, ti 


* In the ſeveral Injunctions of Cromwell, which What 
printed by the By. and Mr. Strype, he is ſtiled Vicegere 
of the King, fer, and concerning all bis Furiſdition Ec 
fiajeical, Kos 


Fil 


19 

rich Part: But he is not pleaſed to give us 

the Proot of this Conjecture of his. | 

Mr. Collier adds, there is another heavier Lu- Heel. Hist. 
ation laid on the Monks. viz, that ſome of their Vol. II. p. 108. 
Farms were let for bringing in a yearly Tribute £2! 2. 

o their Luſts. This Charge, he ſays, is reported 

i ſuch deciſive Language that oue would think the 

FE is beyond Question, But it ſeems it is 

ot; for tho' Mr. Stephen Marſhal ſaw a Leaſe 

om the Religious with ſuch a Clauſe in it, it 

ems, he ſaw but one, and he himſelf being a 

mAmuian Divine, his Teſtimony deſerves but lit- 

Credit in ſuch Depofitions : juſt as little as Mr. 

ulrer's does in depoſing the contrary. 

Page 109. In diſproving the Severity of this Ac- 

ſation. 1 ſhall confine my remarks to our owa Na- 

un.] The Accuſation here referred to is this; | 
That when the Monks engroſſed the Riches, and Hiss f the 
he Popes aſſumed the Dominion of the World, Reformation, 


en 


was not conſiſtent with their Deſigns, nor with Fart J. p. 194 
dul Arts uſed to promote them, to let the Scriptures 
nuch known. And who but our PRO TOS 


ould offer to diſprove a Matter of Fact ſo well 

nown as this? Richard Fitzralph, commonly 
Walled Armachanus, in his Defence of the Curates Faſcic. rerum, 
x Parochial Clergy againſt the priviledged Fri- Vol. II. p. 474 
rs, as they were called, ſpoken by him ro Pope 

mocent the VI. and the Carcinals, November 

3th, 1357, tells him, that he had ſent three or 

wr of the Reao:s of the Pariſh Churches in his 

Viocele to Oxford, and that he was aſſured they 


4 yere forced to return back to their own Coun- 
tu LVeland] becauſe they could not find there to 
oute fold either a Bible that they could uſe, or 


y other Books of Divinity; they were all 

ought up by the Friers. Accordingly Chancer 

epreſents Jac Upland asking one of them, Frere, 

bat Charity is this to gather up the —_— holy 

1t, and put them in treſorie, and ſo empriſon em 
m ſecular Prieſts and Curates. The ſame 1 „ ; 
WY Dr. Vici if. 


| ( 20 ) 
Dr. Wiclf often charges them with. But to name WM 6 
no more; Henry de Crighton one of the Canons MF h 
B of Leiceſter in Wiclif's Time, tells us, that Dr MW 6 
lid. Pe 67- Miclif tranflaving che Goſpel out of Latin ino MY li 
" Engliſh, had by that Means laid it mote open Ib. 
* to the Laity and to Women who could read, Mr 
© than it uſed to be to the moſt learned of the th 
"ney De 
Page 19g. col. 2. Our learned Hiſtorian has mi 
reported Bonner, in ſaying he was one of the Popih Mete 
Party at this time, and took out his Commiſſion 9 
ſerve that Interest. Fox has given ſeveral lx. 
ſtances to prove that Bonner till the Fall of Crom- ul 
; well was a zealous promoter of the Reformation, Wu 
which is likewiſe afterwards confeſſed by our Hiſ-WMiſtc 
Part I. p.299. rian | So much of this is true; that the Bp, te- 
preſents Bonner and the reſt of the Popiſh Party 
iid p. 267. as yielding a profound Compliance with the Mes- 
| ſures of the Court, out of a Defire of Preferment, ¶ feu 
and when he found he could not gain his Ends, pref 
ſewing his Nature, and acting another Part. And it: 
where is the Miſ-report of this? Do's Mr. Ge 
lier himſelf really believe that ever Bonner was 
bona fide and by Principle a zealous Promoter of t H:! 
z Reformation? th 
Bp. Burnet's Page 173. col. 2. Mr. Collier tells us the du. tl 
Hiſtcry. P. I. thor of the Reformation, I ſuppoſe he meant of theMat t 
5. 39. Hiſtory of it, of the Church of England cenſures au the 
Hiſtorians without Proof. } The Ground of thist | 
Reflection is, that the Bp. obſerves that ſome le 
our own Writers delerve a ſevere Cenſure, who 4 
write that the Execution of ſome Abbats, via. I 
the Abbats of Glaſtonbury, Reading and Co-WFag 
cheſter, was for denying the Kings Supremacy.4lec 
But thus Hal! and. Richard Grafton after him te- n L 
Chron. p.1242 late the Matter as to ſome of theſe Abbats ; Fits 
© The 14% Day of November Hugh Feringdon .] ³ 
4. P. 1539 © Abbot of Redyng, and two Prieſts, the one ca- H 
© led Rugge, and the other Onyon, were attainted Co 
* of High Treaſon, for d:nying the King oY FI 
; C : e Ju- 


(22) 
are, as Mr. C himſelf cites them; His pri 
in Engliſh and that only to G O D o' Chit 

without any of thoſe Tricks that were uſed when th 
of that Church died, ſhewed he was none of their 
But Mr. Collier obſerves that, at the Execull 
tion of Biſhop Fiſher, we do not find any Ap 
* plication to Angel or Saint. I have ne 
ſeen any particular Account of the Manner off 
this Prelate's and Sir Thomas More*s dying. B, 

the ſayings of John Duke of Northumberland «i 
the Scaffold at the tyme of his execution, Inprinf 
at London, by John Cawood, Printer tot 
Queens Highnes, dwelling in Paules Church. pan 
ar the Sign of the Holy Goſt. Cum privilegio « 
imprimendum folum, confirms, I think, theB 
ſhop's Obſervation. This is the Account give 
' of his dying. Aud after he hadde thus ſpoken Wy; 
.neeled downe ſayinge to them that were about : Ine 
beſeche you all to beare me wytneſſe that I dyei 
the true catholyke fayth, and then ſayde the F/aWur: 
of Miferere and De profundis, and his Pater nol 
in Latin and ſixe of the fyrſte verſes of the Eſal pec 
In te domine ſperavi, ending with this verſe, Indy 
thy handes, O Lord, I commende my Spirit, 
And when he had thus finiſhed his Prayers, the w. 
ecutioner asked him forgevenes, to whom he ſazde i 
forgeve the with all my harte, and doo thy PaYeior 
without feare. And bowynge towarde the bliiye 
he ſayde, T have deſerved a thouſand deaths, ¶MStoi 
thereupon he made a crofle upon the Strawe, ere, 
kyſſed it, and layde his heade upon the blocke, "that 
ſo dyed. | Pant 
A true and The like Account we have in the Manner When 
2 _ Garnet's dying, one of the Conſpirators in ¶ the 
5 Gun- powder Treaſon. ——with this he eufaria 
gainſi the late ſpeaking, and fell to praying; and croſſing hinſe obi 
barbarous ſaid, In nomine Patris & Filij & Spirtus Sanqndi 
Traytors Gar and prayed. Maria Mater gratiæ, Maria Mag. 
_ ra miſericordiæ, Tu me a malo protege, & "Wy, 
4 London, mortis ſuſcipe. Then, In manus tuas, DoWuy / 
c. 1606. CO 


4 ( 23) 


yi nmendo ſpiritum meum. Den, per Crucis 
oc ſgnum (croſſing himſelf) fugiat procul omne 


aignum. Infige Crucem tuam in Corde meo 
homine. Let me alwaies remember the Croſſe: 
Wd ſo returned again to Maria Mater grat. æ, and 
bn was turned off, and hung till he was dead. 
gut Mr. Colliers End in making this Remark 
1 the Biſhop, ſeems to have been, to perſwade 
; Readers, that Mens croſſing of themſelves, 
nd Prayers for the Dead are Primitive Practi- 


3 | 
Page 187, col. 1. This Gentleman, with due 

ward to him, goes too deep in his Cenſure.] The Hiſtory of the 
op obſerves that * in the Time of Popery 3 
there had been few Sermons but in Leut. „ 
and that the People had been little acquainted © * 

with the Fundamentals of Chriſtianity.” The 

me has been obſerved by others beſides our 

op; particularly the learned Mr. H/hartonw Preface to 


/aiWfores us © That the Means of greater Know- 4 Treatiſe of 
ol edge had been fo ſtudiouſly hidden from the ns me” 
1 People, and the Ignorance of the Laity was ſo 36, * 
Ny > u 


advantageous to the Intereſt of the Clergy, 
that the true Spirit of Chriſtianity ſeemed to be 
wholly loſt : that the greater and more neceſſa- 
y Articles of Faith, and all genuine and ra- 
ional Knowledge of Religion, had generally 
ien Place to fabulous Legends and romantick 
Stories; Fables which in this reſpect only dif- 
tered from thoſe of the ancient Heathen Poets, 
that they were more incredible, and leſs ele- 
pant,” But if any one has a Mind to ſee a Spe- 
en of the Preaching then in Uſe, I refer him 
the Two following Volumes of Sermons, viz. 


end arlale fve Sermones de beata Maria Virgine fratris 8 
* obi de Voragine Archiepiſcopi Januenſis. F. Ar- ted by Wyn- 


indi de Belloviſu, ſacri ordinis prædicatorum, n de Worde. 
eologiz Profeſſoris eximij Sermones plane divini, 1532. 

umptis ex ſolo Pſalterio Davidico thematis, per 

um fere anni circulum declamabiles: ac omnium 

Ju 


(24) 
qnos hactenus videre contigit, exemplorum preſunj 
naturalium applicatione facetorum, ſed caſtorun p 
verbiorum ſalibus, & mirifica ubique eruditine 
Fertiſſimi. 1525. 

Bid. col. 2. Our learned Hiſtorian tales Ny; 
5 that none were to preach without a particu 
l Licence from the King or his Dioceſan, 64 
This Mr. Collier ſays is plainly miſtakins the My 

ter. But with due Submiſſion it is not. 
affirms that the Parochial Clergy were under 
neceſſity of procuring Licences to preach for th 
oro Cnres, But who told him ſo? He de 
not know, I ſuppoſe, that Deacons and $ 
deacons were ar that Time of Day, admitted 
24, 35. Hen. Cures: Beſides, by the Act of Parliament 
VIII. c, 11 which Biſhop Boner's Injun&ions were grounds 
| it is provided, That no manner of Perſon or Perſq 
ſhall take upon him or them io read, preach or teac 
openly to other in any Church or oben Aſenſ 
within the King's Dominiors the Bible or any Þ 
of Scripture in Engliſh, or by any other Perſon 
Perſons cauſe it or any Part thereof openly 1 
read, preach'd or taught to other, in any Chu 
or open Aſſembly as aforeſaid, unleſs he be ſo; 
pointed thereunto by the King's Majeſty, or We! 
any Ordinary, &c. Iſh 
| In the ſame Column Mr. Collier is pleaſed 
1 _ Inſult the Biſhop for his Ignorance of the I. 
when the Book of Homilies, of which his Loop 
ſhip ſpeaks, was publiſhed, and of its being ce 
poſed by diverſe learned men. But all that ur 
ſhews, is that the Biſhop did not mind the THatu 
Page of the Book, if the Copy he ſaw had ¶ lic 
| Page 219, col. 1. Mr. Collier corrects the Wor! 
- Fiftery Part ſhop for ſaying, that by King Henry's LetÞou! 
IL p. 218. Patents granted to the Biſhops for holding than 
| Biſhopricks, it is clear that the Epiſcopal Fun 
was acknowledged to be of Divine Appointment —W- 
only the Biſhop was legally authorized, in ſuch al Vit! 


of the King's Dominions to execute that Fun 
f : 701 


it 
hat 
Fun 


. 


(25) 


Mich was to be derived to him by Impoſition of Hands: 
whereas, as Mr. Collier would have it, that the 
Commiſſion ſeems to be embaraſſed and inconſiſtent. 
Bir in the firſt Place he owns that the Clauſe per, 


bc he falſely reads it, for Prater & ultra ea quæ 


i ex Sacris Literis divinitus commiſſa eſſe dig- 

ofcuntur, does import a divine Authority. 2. Its 

gain that nothing is pretended to be granted 

by this Commiſſion, bur what is over and above 

rhat is divinely committed to Biſhops, by the 

Holy Scriptures. 3. It has been allowed that 

te actual Exerciſe of the Epiſcopal Juriſdi&ion 

publick Courts after a coercive Manner, is 

om the gracious Conceſſions of Sovereign Prin- 

es See Hiſtory and Troubles of A. Bp. Laud, 

„ 155. A.Bp. Bramhals Works. | | 
Page 220. col. 2. Mr. Collier finds Fault with Hiftory Part 
ke Biſhop for ſaying, that the Council's Autho- II. p. 17. 
ty had been raiſed ſo high by 31 Hen. VIII. 

8. that they were empowered ſufficiently for 

latters of that Nature, viz. depriving the Lord 


Thancellor of his Office: Whereas his Worſhip 


inks that / the Privy Council had no other Far- 
out to ſupport their Proceedings than this AG, tis 
retty plain they exceeded their Authority. Had the 
ſhop thought ſo, perhaps Mr. Collier would 
we been of another Mind. He ſays, its ex- 
relsly provided that none of the King's Liege 
kople ſhould have any of their Offices taken from 
dem; and that the Word Office brings the Lord 
hancellor's Caſe fully within the ſaving of the 
atute, A likely Conſtruction ! That by this Act 
ach was intended ro encreaſe the Regal Au- 
ority, the King, with Advice of his Council, 


Would not have Power enough to turn a Lord 
Wiancellor out of his Place, or to demand the 


als of him, when he might at any Time before 
e Paſſing this Act, do it alone, or by his own 
Jl and Pleaſure! But 1 have never ſeen the 
cat large; it not being in the Book of Sta- 
| tutes 


' King's Will and Pleaſure, as is well known th 


famous Dr. Hammond ſeems ot a different Senti 


ſed with the Biſhop, for ſaying, that for ſecret di 


(7007) 
tutes which I have. Its only ſaid there, th; 
the Power granted by this Act to the King, wi 
the Advice of his Council, Oc. to ſer forth Pro 
clamations, Oc which ſhall be obſerved as the 
they were made by Act of Parliament, ſhall na. 
be prejudicial to any Perſons Inberitances, Office 
Liberties, Gods, Chattels, or Life. Who non 
but Mr. Collier would ever imagine that by 0f 
ces here is meant any other than Offices for 11j 
or of Iaheritance, not ſuch as depend upon th 


Office of a Lord Chancellor does ? 

P. 247. col. 1. Mr. Collier tells us, that the Bj 
aſſirms that tis certain that Confeſſion to a Prieſt Wi" 
no where enjoined in the Scripture. But, ſays he, *th 
ment: and to prove that by confeſſing one to ai 
© ther, James V. 16. is meant Confeſſion to a Priel 
* he obſerves that the King's MS. has the Pa 
© ticle 3 therefore.” But not ſure to any Piic 
to every hedge Prieſt, as Biſhop Jewel ſpeaks; b 
to uſe the Dr's. Words, to ſuch as, were undert 
Goſpel, they who had the Gift of Miracles. Set 
Second Part of the Sermon of Repentance. 

In the Second Column, he ſhews himſelf dilple 


there was no Obligation to confeſs, ſince all the C 


nous were about Publick Scaudals This Rea out 


Bing hams 
Ori. Eccle. 
Vol. VI. p- 
271. 


he ſays, doth not ſeem ſtrong enough to ſupport t 
Aſſertion : jor tis certain Publick Penance was « 
ſigned ſometime to Private Confeſſion - And it 
allowed That they ſometimes adviſed M 
to publick Confeſſion for private Crimes, and ml 
ny times Men voluntarily confeſſed their priva 
Crimes, and ſubmitted to do publick-Pcnan 
for them, as thinking this the ſecureſt Way " 
© obrain perfect Forgiveneſs of G O D. BE. © 
is this the ſame with obliging all Men and W 
men to confeſs their ſecret Sins, making a Dil 


very of their Lives, opening their Minds, aud lui 
47 


AQ * 


CE 


| | (27 
Len their Thoughts before a Prieſt? Was this wor- 
hing Exerciſe, as its truly called by Mr. C 
ger laid upon the Conſciences of Men as a ne- 

ſary Duty, before the Corruption of the Chri- 
ian Prieſthood, by the riſing up of à curious fort Himily of 
len, to kuow another Man's Life, and ſlothſully Repentance, 
correct and amend their own ? x Part II. 

page 248. col. 1. Mr. Collier would fain con- 
i& the Biſhop of a Falſehood, in ſaying that, 
che Time of the Reformation, there was a 
tal Diſuſe of all publick Cenſure: And yet the 
teſt Inſtance he can give of any one's doing pub- 
ck Penance, is that of Jane Shoar, in K. Ed- 
yard Vth's Time, above 60 Years before the 5. 
ſine of which the Biſhop ſpeaks _ 

Mr Collier adds, that if the Bp. means by decla- 
ative that Prieſts have no Force in their Commiſſion 
ablolve a Penitent, or torgive his Sins: what Con- 
ullion can we make of our Saviour's Words io the 
Iles, As my Father hath ſentme, ſo I fend 
bu; whoſeſocver Sins you remit, they are re- 
itted, Cc? The Meaning of which, he ſays, at 
e loweſt is, that zhoſe who refuſe to apply for Ab- 
lution 26 Perſons thus authorized, i e. ſent as the 
aher ſent Chriſt Jeſus, ſhall nothave their Sins for- 
wn them, tho otherwiſe not unqualified, or truly 
p:nting or forſaking them. A Notion ſuitable 
oupgh to one who has Pride and Vanity ſuffici- 
tto fancy himſelf a Lord Keeper of the Great lier of 
tal of Heaven; and to repreſent G O D's Per- the Stage 
8, publiſh His Laws, and paſs His Pardons. p. 128. 
fe proceeds to ſhew his Inclinations to have 
e Biſhop thought a Liar The New Communion 
te was received over England without any Op- 
tron : Thus Bp. Burnet, But Heylin reports the 
latter ſomewhat differently. } But by Oppoſition the 
ſhop, its plain, meant publick Oppoſition, ior he 


Halls Chro. 
„16. a. 


| W entions a Complaint of Gardiner, that he did ſe- 
Dit ey detract from the King's Proceedings. So might 


bers do as well as he, and no complaint be made 
them. N Page 


( 28 ) 


| that * it is a Miſtake in the Biſhop, to aft; 
Hiftory *f © that the Engliſh Clergy were not by any Vo 
tion. Part Il. precluded jrom Marriage.” Yes, Mr. Collier ſay 
p. 92. they were, for they had a Form preſcribed them jo 
renouncing Matrimony. But the Biſhop plain 
means a Vow at their Ordination. Since he tel 
us that the Queſtion in the Roman Pontifical, 7; 
caſtitatem & ſobrietatem cum Dei auxilio cuſtodire ( 
doc ere? tho' it did not oblige the Clergymen, wii 
were ordained by it, to Czlibate, the Engl 
Clergy were not concerned in it, becauſe ther 
was no ſuch Queſtion nor Anſwer made in th 
Forms of their Ordination : To which I preſum 
to add by the Way, this Queſtion is not in th 
Form of ordering Prieſts, but in that of con 
ctating Biſhops. However, it appears by Lf 
franc's Canons, that the Engliſh Prieſts, at thi 
Time, had Wives; otherwile there had been! 
Occaſion ro provide that ſuch of them as live 
10 Caſtles and Villages ſhould not be obligedt 
diſmiſs their Wives; and that for the Furtui 
Biſhops ſhould take Care to ordain no Mal 
Prieſt or Deacon, unlefs he firſt profeſſed ti 
he had no Wife. To confute the Biſhop, Mr. Ci 
lier ſhould have ſhewn that the Eugliſßʒ Clerg 
or the Seculars here, were obliged to maxet 
ſame Vows and Profeſſion of ſingle Lite that t 
Religious were obliged to make. 
Mr. Collier adds, that as to the Charge of 
Licentiouſneſs of the Prieſts, tis to be hoped! 
Hiſtorian has ſer it too high. But fince he ſeen 
to think he has, let him conſider the follow 
Evidence. viz. That by the Acts of the N. 
Pp, Gibſons tropolitical Viſitation of Arch-Biſhop Harp 
Codex, it appears, that in the two little Dioceſes 
7. 527. See Bangor and St. David's, above eighty Prieſts wel 
Lelly's Ef27, actually preſented for Incontinency. 
of the D. Right : h 
af Tiches. Page 281. col. 2. Mr. Collier obſerves, Oi 
p. 238. the Anſwer that Bonner's Sentence of Depri" 
ER Mos ro 8 ti 


29 

tion from the See of London, was not ſo entire- 
jy an Eccleſiaſtical! Cenſure, but was of a mix d 
Nature, ſo that Lay-men might join in it 
ns fort of Sati-fattion. For, ſays he, Is not the 
ical Office an Eccleſiaſtical Charge ? les, 
o doubts it? I not the Biſhop s Juriſdiction o- 
wr his Dioceſe a ſpiritual Authority? No; not 
ely lo as it 1s exerciſed here in England For 
hat Authority has any Biſhop, as a Biſhop, to 
rerciſe a Juriſdiction in publick Courts in a co- 
ive Manner? Where is the divine Law that 


de bles Biſhops to fit as Judges, in Cauſes teſta- 
| op cotary, and to determine the Right of Tithes, 
on? Theſe are Priviledges derived from the gra- 


ous Conceſſions of Sovereign Princes. Beſides, 
what divine Law does ſuch a Diviſion as 
e Dioceſe of London, belong to any particular 
ſhop 2 Or where is the Commandment of 
briſt, that He who prefides in this Diſtrict 
ould be a Lord of Parliament? Arch-biſhop 
aid therefore underſtood himſelf better when he 
to exerciſe any the leaſ Power either of Order © 
or Juriſdiction, within this Realm of England, 
i; derived wholly from the Cron.“ 

Page 282. col. 1. Mr. Collier ſays, that the 
Account given by the Biſhop of the Emperor 
Conftantine's Proceedings againſt the Biſhops, 
mil-reports Matters ot Fact.“ But, 1. How- 
er Euſtathius Biſhop of Antioch was tried by 
Council held there, yet it was the Emperor 
ho actually deprived him of his Biſhoprick, by 
nſhing him to Trajanopolis. 2. Mr Collier him- 
It owns, that the Emperor baniſhed 4thauaſius, 
ut did not pretend to depoſe him; as if re- 
loving from his Sce, was not to deprive him of 
3. Socrates expreſsly aſſerts the Deprivation 


— 


ud ; All the Power I or any other Biſhop hath Hiſtor of bis 


roubles, &c. 
153. 


Paul Biſhop of Conſlantinople, or the taking a- Hifto. Ecele. 


th} bis Biſhoprick to the Empereror + Conſtan- Lib. II. cap 7. 


| T 2 0 . BaoiAd's 1 ; 
| | | tits, 


Par: II. p. 152 Defence. For this he quotes the Biſhop's Hiſto 


1320. 


Chron. p. 1319 he was humble and affable in his greatr.eſs ! Graf 


G OD for him, and entirely loved him. 


30 ) 
tius, who, he fars, appointed Euſebius in h. 
Room: tho” in Order to this, he called a Coun 
cil of Arian Biſhops But all this is nothing to yy 
who are to be governed by our own Laws, 2 
well as the Roman Empire was by theirs, Mr | 
Collier has taken effectual Care to have ti; Tur 
diction a Spiritual Authority, or a Notional E 
piſcopacy, and if he be but content with it, nd 

Body, I dare ſay, will trouble themſelves to de 
prive him of it. 

P 305 col. 2. Mr. Collier ſays, that to alledg 
that the Canon Law was not rettified, and that ti 

King ſtood in the Pope's Place, ſeems an in{ufficier 


ry. But it would have been fairer not to han 
curtailed his Lordſhip's Account. For he adds 
there were ſome Things gathered from the Cane 
Law, and the way of proceeding ex officio, whit 
rather excuſed, than juitified, this hard meaſui 
Boner met with. 

Page 317. Mr. Collier charges the Biſhop witl 
running upen a Strong Inonfiſtency with what he hu 
writ before: Becauſe Page 134 the Biſhop ha 
ſet down the Opinion of others, the Dukè's Ad 
verſaries, of the Duke of Somerſet, as one who! 
a Courſe of unuſual Greatneſs had raiſed too high 
ſo that he did not carry himſelf toward the Nobili 
with that Equality which they expected from bin 
And here he delivers his own Opinion ot him, tial 


ton gives the following Character of this Dube, 
viz. that he was of Nature very gentle and pi, 
tiful, not blemiſhed by any Thing ſo much 4 
by the Death of the Admiral his natural Brother 
which could not have been without his Conſent 
and that he was beheaded, to the lamentabigh” 
Sight and Grief of Thouſands that pratkedF? 


In the 2d Column of this Page Mr. Collier cel 


ſures the Biſhop as running out into a Genen | 
| VEcini 


n 
| "i give againſt all Biſhops who concern themſelves; _ 
wy TELE of State, and Civil Juriſdiction. But 
isis not rightly repreſented. What the Biſhop 


erer be reconciled with their taking upon them 
te Epiſcopal Office, unleſs the * Promiſes 
ey make at their Conſecration are to paſs for 
y Words of Courſe. The Bifhop no where 
bys that ſecular Employment is altogether inconfiſ- 
bt with a ſpiritual Character. But common 


ed in all Affairs and Offices of State (which 

the Biſhops Words) is, as his Lordſhip ob- 
mes, very inconſiſtent wich that Alſtraction from 
ke World, that Application to Study and religious 
xerciſes, and chiefly the Care of Souls, which be- 
mes the Epiſcopal Function. To what Purpoſe 
E thoſe ſerious Exhortations made to thoſe who 


de Thing, and draw all their cares and ſtudies this 
uy and to this end; if they may thruſt themſelves 
to the Courts of Princes, and ambitiouſly pretend 
the Adminiſtration of Matters of State, which is 
lat which the Biſhop reaſons againſt ? _ 

Mr. Collier undertakes in the next Place to 
onfider the Biſhop's Objections. The Text 
the XII. 14. Who made me a Judge or a Di- 
der over you? Does not, he ſays, ſeem ſer- 


— 


n OT 


* 


: Vis ſemper in divinis efſ: negotijs mancipatus, & a 
ments negotijs vel lucris turpibus alienus, quantum te 
ana fragilitas conſenſerit piſſe. R. Volo, Pontificale 
manum, p. 62. col. 2. Antwerpiæ 1627. 

% you be diligent in Prayers, and in reading of the 
ly Scriptures, and in ſuch Studies as belp to the Know- 
che of the ſame, laying aſyde the Study of the Worlde and 
e Heſhe. Anſwere. I will endeavour my ſelf jo to do, the 
"4 *cing my Helper, Engliſh Ordinal. Z. HB. 1549. 


vice- 


eres againit is, Biſbops forſaking their Sees to un- Hiſtory, &c. 
wiale ſecular Carer. And this, I'm ſure, can Part II. p. 183. 


ele will teach any Man, that to be chiefly em- ibid. p. 182. 


| called to the Office of Prieſthood, zo forſake x,,r:1, O-. 
ud ſet aſide, (as much as they may) all worldly nal i629, 
wes aud ſtudies 3 to apply themſel ves wholly to this p. 212. 


No. III. 


N vel 8 Conf? 2 


III. 
cap. G. 


7 
viceable to the Biſhop's Purpoſe. But ſure it fl 
nifies ſo much, that to be a Judge or a Divider 


Inheritances, is no Parc of the Epiſcopal Fu 


ction, no more than it was of our Lord's Pr 
phetick Office. As for the Text 2 Tim. II. 4 


man that warreth entangleth himſelf with the aft 


of this Life; Mr. Collier is trot however, ſo har 
as to {ay any Thing to ic. He only mentions} 
and immediately leaves it tor ſomething d 
which he thinks more pliable. He proceeds 
tell his Readers, that Our Hiſtorian obſer ves fa 
ther, that the Clergy's meddling in ſecular Ma 
ters is condemned molt copiouſly and amply 
the General Council of Chace/don. He theret 
Cites the Canon, to which, he ſays, the Biſhi 
muſe refer; and then ſays, that * this Canon 
much the ſame with the Emperor Juſtini 
Conſtitution, where he wont't allow a * Bi 
or any other Clerk to be a" Collector of t 
Royal revenues, a* Farmer ot the lands, | 
longing to the Crown or any Corporation, 
© Steward, an! Attorney, or a Surety and defi 
the Reader to take Notice that all Sorts of E 
ployments are not barr d the Clergy, either by 
Emperor or the Council. Nor dees the Þiſhl 
ſay they were. But Mr. Collier chooſes to ſpe 
only to the latter. The Council, he ſays, giv 
Liberty for the Office of Guardian - bur, accord 
to his own Account, not a Liberty at large, 
only to do this Office for ſuch Minors as are 
lated to thoſe Clergy-men who undertake it, 
whom they are obliged to take Care by the civil C 


c 
— 
0 
; 


— — 


+ Epiſcopum, aut Occnomum aut alium Clericum 
juſlibet gr adus, aut Muachum proprio momine, aut oi 
aut Monalterij, | 

* $ Mr, Collier is pleaſed to tranſlate * Sulcepto! 
aut exactoremfiſcalium functionum, * Conductorem pu 
carum aut alienarum Foeſſeſnionum. 3 Curaiorem don 
4 Procuratorem litis. 5 Fidejuſſorem pro tatibus © 


fi! 


ans Vade mecum, viz. That the Biſhops may 


* 

nion or ſuch Orphans and Widows as they 
Le ordered by the Biſhop to undertake the Guardian- 
ſip or Protection of. This laſt, I conteſs, is o- 
therwiſe repreſented by-the Author of the Clergy- 


Part II. p. 
129. | 


ae care of the Affairs of the Church, of the Wid- 
low and Fatherleſs, and ſuch as want the A(ſiſtance PE 
Church He has miſtaken the Canon: the Words Jy Bi- 
which are, 5 6 7s N. 5 erer nerds. es = 
HPP Dgovlife aeryudTY c L Rn v drew Ml tris To. l. 
„ Bur then he has repreſented the former Part p. «2. 
the Canon right. except he be unavoidably 

led by the Law 10 the Guardianſhip of Minors. & 

jos M N KAAGTO &5 XENALKOY bntv2; nm fin|oo mh. 
This Epithet 4 m=zexi]n7y * jnexcuſable Mr. Col- * Or which 
r has thought fit to leave untranſlated, as not caunot be re- 
x his || Parpoſe. | fuſed, 

The like Limitation we may obſerve in the 

mperor's Conſtitution : It orders that Biſhops 

nd Menks ſhall by no Means be the Tutors or T. vi cap 5, 
urators of any Perion whomſoever: but that as 

or Presbyters, Deacons, and Sub-deacons, they are 
ermitted jure & lege cognationis tutelam aut cu- 

om ſuſcipere hareditatis but yet with this Pro- 
io that they ſhall not be compelled to it: Si 
men intra quætuor menſes ex quo vocati ſunt, apud 

mpetentem judicem Scripto declarent, talem Admi- 

ifrationem propria voluntate ſaſcepiſſe; ſo that 

ren they were limited to the Guardianſhip 

fluch Pupils to whoſe Guardianſhips they 

ere called jure & lege cognationis, by the Right 

nd Law of Kindred. The Glaſs on this Con- 

tution informs us, that they could not be ap- 

binted Guardians of any by Will. For ſays, the 

loſs, Concilia id vetant, The Councils forbid that; 


122 


| Fir the (ame Reaſon he ſeems to bave omitted takiry 
Nice of the VIIth of theſe Canons according to Juſlell, 
| which it is provided, that they who are once of the Or- 
7 of the Cle gy, Cc. ſhall never have any Secular Dig- 
. wile m dH xooviky) eg. 

b and 


(34) 


= | and quotes Cyprian for it, Epiſt. I. Had Mr. Col. 

= | lier minded this, he'd ſcarce have aid that, b 

* Eccle. Hiſt, the Liberty given by the Council ot Chalc edu 
£ ae! 4 4 for the Office of a Guardian, the Authority of Ml 
on Sr. Cyprian is plainly overruled. [11 
3 Mr. Collier's End in this Remark of his ſcemsit 
Y to be, ro let his Reader ſee, that neither by the A 
1 Canon, nor the Emperor s Conſtitution, were B 
5 ſhops diſqualified for the ſecular Offices of Lordi 
1 Chancellor Lord Treaſurer, Lord Privy Seal, & Mn 


| ſince they are none of them mentioned. But the 
Novels Reaſon given in the Conſtitution, why Biſhops 
Colts. Cc. are not ſuffered to have the Offices there 
I Ws ſpecified, will 1 believe, equally hold good a 
4 a gainſt their having thoſe more honourable, anc 
more profitable Places, viz, Ut non per hanc « 

4 caſionem, & Santis domibus damuum fiat, & ſi 
FE. cra miniſteria impediautur. How much it wastht 
Faſhion in the Times ot Popery, for Prelates an 

other ſpiritual Perions, not to attend their O 

| fices, and not to be amoneſt their Flocks, Biſhoj 
Sermens fol. Latimer has ſhewn us; who tells us. that + ſon 
171. b. ed. would rather be clarkes of kitchens, or take other 0 
he fices upon them beſide that which they had alread 
e, 59. The Commons in the Parliament, held in the 2: 
Hall's Chron, Yere of K. Henry VIII, complained, that Priel 


6 4. aw 


fol. 188. a were Surveyours, Stewards, and Officers to Biſhop] Y 
Abbots, Cc and had, and occupied Ferme E 
Granger, and grafing in every Country: that i at 

ſpiritual Perſons promoted to great Bencfice! thi 

were living in the Court. in Lords Houſes, &. K 


Page 348. col. 2. Mr. Collier, as he often do ce: 
pretends to reaſon againſt Matters of Fact, 
bring the Biſhop's Veracity in Queſtion. T 
Biſhop had ſaid, that © one Beal informs us th 


[ + This the learned Hevlin repreſents, as if the IN 
BM had ſaid, that the pooy Clerpy- were foro d to put tell 
ſelves into Gentlemens Heuſes, and there to ſerve 


Clerzs of the Kitchen, & . Hifto, of Re fer ma. p. 61. 


— XY) 
„in many Places of the Country, Men were cho- 
by {cn for Q. Mary's firlt Parliament by Force and 
aue Threats, Cc. But to this Mr. C replys, 
| that tis not probable the Government would venture 
Lupo ſtraining the Conſtitution to this Degree, nor 
mM: / early in Violence. And yer the learned Hey- 
ln gives almoſt the ſame Account ot K. Edward | 
VIrb's, firſt Parliament; The Cards, ſays he, were ri, ef th 
od o wel! pack'd by Sir Ralph Sadler, that there was Reformation, 
& Mo need of any other Shuffling till the End of rhe P. 47. 
Game. Mr Collier adds, that 40 this black Im- 
putation ſtands upon the Credit of Beals Teſtimony, 
nd that this Beal was not only a bigotted Non- 
conformiſt, but which is much worſe, a Perſon of a 
hrious tempeſtugus Spirit: and therefore, if 
tis Reaſoning be good for any Thing, incapable 
et knowing and telling Matters of Fact! But 
st has given us another Evidence of this, it he "x 
aue not the ſame, viz. John Hales, who, Mr. = on mg 
One ſays, was a paſſing good Scholar, thoroughly P. 87. 
ncquainted with the State of this Kingdom, an hearty © 
roteſtant, and zealous Antipapilt, who had been 
| Courtier to King Edward, and an Exile under 
ueen Mary, and was now, under Queen Elizabeth, 
lerk of the Hanaper. He in an Oration ſpoken 
o the Queen, tells Her Majeſty that Queen 
Marie by force and violence took from the 
Commons their liberty, that according to the | 
ancient Laws and Cuſtoms ot the Kealme, | 
they could not have their free election of 
Kniphrs for the Parliament: that in many pla- 
ces divers were choſen by force of her threats. 
Alſo divers Burgeſſes being orderly choſen and 
lawfully returned, were diſordetly and unlaw- 
fully put out; and others without any order 
of Law in their places placed. Dr. Taylour Bi- 
ſhop of Lincolue a Chriſtian Biſhop, and a true 
Engliſh- man, being lawtully and orderly cal- 
led ro the Parliament, and placed in the Lords 
Houfe, ia his Degree, was in his robes by vio- 
; | E 2 © lence 


2 2 
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Bp. Burnet's But he produces no Vorcher for this. The 
Supplement. Chapter of Canterbury acted, the Biſhop ſays 


p. 29. 


reſolved to oppoſe himſelf right or wrong, fal 


* 
lence thruſt out of the Houſe. Alexander Nouel 
with two other, all three being Burgeſſes for gi. 
vers Shires, ? and Chriſtian-men, and true Engliſh- 
men, and lawfully choſen, returned and ag. 
mirred, were by force put out of the Houſe off 
Commons.” | 
Page 354, col. 1. Mr. Collier charges the Bi. 

ſhop with writing wide of Matter of Fact, becauſe 

his Lordſhip ſays, that it being now deſigned to n. 

ſtore the Eccleſiaſtical Exemption, or the Inde- 

pendence ot the Church, to what it had been au- 
ciently ; it was reſolved that Cranmer ſhould be fil 
eſleemed Arch-bifſhop, till he was ſolemnly degraded 
according 10 the Canon Law. So all that folluu rt 
ed on this againſt Cranmer, was a Sequeſtration of alli 
the Fruits of his Arch-biſhoprick. On the contraryMu 

Mr Collier tells us, that immediately after Crans 

mer's Attainder his See was declared void. 


SE YE. OR... AE I. 


on this Suppoſition, that the See was vacant b 
the Arch-biſhop's Attainder. But we fee thi 
Pope was of another Mind, who would not han 
made out a Proceſs againſt him, and cited hi 
to appear at Rome, and pronounced a forme 
Sentence of Deprivation on him, had he no 
thought him ſill Archbiſhop, notwithſtanding 
his Attainder. And ſo Mr. Collier by his Princi 
ples of Eccleſiaſtical Liberty, would have deem«Mkhe 
him to be, had not the Biſhop, to whom he! 


otherwiſe, | 

Page 365. Vir, Collier ſays, the learned Hiſt 
rian was mſ-informed concerning Biſhop Bari 
who, he tells us, had never married, whereas M 
Collier lays from Anthony Harmar, that he ha- 
one Son and five Daughters. But, if Mr. S 
is right. he was mil- informed as well as the learn 
ed Hiſtorian, fi ce, according to his Account 
the Biſhop had /eten Sons and five e ; 2 

3 


9 


ue p. 366. col. 1. The Biſhop is reflected on, as 


di- panting the Rigour, uſed to the re formed Clergy 
ji Queen Mary's Reign, beyond Matter of Fatt ; 
ad- froelling the Hardſhips put upon them a little be- Hiſtory, &c. 


prived. But Mr. Collier ſeems not to underſtand 
e Word ſummarily, which he takes to mean 
priviog of them without ob/erving any Forms. 
therefore preſume, to refer him tor his Inſtruc- 
o, to Lanfranc de Oriano Practica Judiciaria. 
In C/ark's Practice it is thus deſcribed, vix. 
be that in which no Reaſon of Order is kept; 
trather all Order is deſerted, the Truth of the 
act being only inſpected. Or it is proceeded de 
law, fine ſtrepitu, & figura judicij. The whole 
der and Manner of which Proceeding, Mr. 
lier may there find ſet down. Lanfranc tells 
that the Clauſe nulla juris ſolennitate ſervata, 


eins that ſablata eſt omnis ob[ervantia introducſ a 
Pure poſiti vo. But then he ſays, that there ought 


be obſerved in ſuch a Cauſe guodcungue ſuadet 
vitas naturalis que provenit proprie ex jure gen- 
n and that erit neceſſaria plena protatio. 


een to Gardiner, the Lord Chancellor, for 
Wnoving and depriving the married Canons and 
wendaries, particularly thoſe of the Church 
Weſtminſter, viz. negotio illis ® ſummarie & de 
no, fine ullo ſtrepitu & figura judicij expoſito & 
larato, fi per ſummariam examinationem & 
uſſtonem Negotij per vos flendam, &c. of which 
enor were the other Commiſſions granted for 
Ike Purpoſe. | 
Col. 2, The Biſhop is ſaid ro make a hard 
ieftion on that Honourable Houſe, viz. the Houle 
Commons, becauſe he had ſaid that © Gardi- 


- —_— 


erb diminuentia Juris ordinem. Lantfane Prall ita, & e. 
360 ner 


the Reality of the Caſe : becauſe the Biſhop had Part II. p. 
rote, that the married Clergy were all ſummarily 277. 


AD: xy 592. 


As to the Biſhop, he expreſſed himſelf in the Rymer'sFæ- 
ty Terms of the Commiſſions granted by the dera, Cc. 


(39 ) 
ner had before hand prepared the Comma 
by giving the moſt conſiderable of them Per 
* ſions. As if this was a Practice never heg 
of before nor ſince. See the Biſhop's Supplemen 
P- 234. Collect. Nꝰ 14, and Dr. Heyln's Hil 
. ry, Cc. | 
= Hiſtory, Part Page 398, col. 2. The Biſhop is repreſents 

Ph: II. p. 341. as making a tragical Complaint of the Raſure a 
4 Deſtruction of Records in this Reign. This is oc; 
b fioned by his Lordſhip's ſaying, that he had not m 
_ with Q. Mary's Foundation of the Abbey of 134 
minſter, which © perhaps, he ſays, was razed o 
of the Records, in the beginning of Q. EA 
1 © beth's Reign: For it is not enrolled amo 
© the other Patents of this Year.” But one 
the Correctors of my Lord's Hiſtory is pleaſed 
obſerve, that the King and Queen's Licenſe or Pat 
dated, Sept. 7. Anno 3, 4. Phil. & Marie n 
be met with in Rymer | Reiner} Apoſto. Benedi 
p. 233. Mr. Collier is pleaſed to obſerve, th 
to make good this Charge, the Biſhop produces a C 
miſſion to Bonner and ſome others to ſearch for R 
cords of this Nature; and ſays, the Deſign of il 
Search was to inform the Queen of the Contents ere 
ſuch Inſtru ments, and that they might be conſiden 
and diſpaſed of as ſhe thought fit. But it appeaiWne 
by the Commiſſion, that the Contents of the 
Inſtruments were already come to Her Majclti 
Knowledge and Underſtanding; that they were d 
cerning Profeſſions againſt the Pope's Holineſs, 
See Apoſtolicł, and contained infamous Scrutin h 
talen in Abbies and other Religious Houſes, wii 
teuded to ſubvert aud overthrow all good Re 
and religious Houſes. What could, in comme 
Senſe, be the Meaning of this Commiſſion, 
bring before the Commiſſioners all and /ingul 
the ſaid Accounts, Books, Scroles, Inftrumen 
or other Writing concerning the Premiſes ; but 
have theſe Inſtruments, Cc. deſtroyed, that Wer 
the ſuppoſed Miſchief of them might be pWho 
vented. P. 
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mol p. 404, col. 1. Mr. Collier, ſccording to Cuſ- 


England. For which he gives theſe Reaſons. 
The Biſhop does not tell us by whom this is 
d. 2+ He, Mr. Collier, can't meet with this Ad- 
e in any of our Hiſtorians. 3. Fox himſelf 
ſlent in the Caſe. 4. The Queen declared 
r Reſolution to maintain the Prerogative and 
nſtitution. 5. King Philip's Confeſſors de- 
imed againſt Perſecution in the Pulpit. 6. 
he Gentleneſs and unconteſted good Nature 
Cardinal Pool. Confidering theſe Things, he 
ys, one would think the Project of an Inquiſition 
bs very improbable. Had the Biſhop reaſoned 


Pati us awkwardly againſt a Matter of Fact, what 
ie ound Mr. Collier have ſaid of him? For its 
edi ell known, that for all the Queen's Declaration 
„tie did depart from her Prerogative and ſubmitted 


the Pope; and notwithſtanding the Spaniſh 
mfeſſors preaching againſt Perſecution, and 
rdinal Pool's Gentleneſs, the poor Proteſtants 
ee very inhumanly treated. And why then 
ay we not well ſuppoſe it credible, that by 
me hot fiery Spirits an Inquiſition might be 
thefWrjefied and adviſed > I'm ſure the maſt that 
WM. Collier's Suggeſtions can prove, is that this 
dvice would not be taken. 

Page 424, col. 1. Mr. Collier again endeavours 
u fix on the Biſhop Crimen Fulſi. The Bi- 
op had wrote, that zhe Bill for reſtoring of all 
ſons that were derived from their Benefices, 


Wcaule of their Marriage, was by the * Queen or- 
n, Wed to be laid aſide. This he intimates is not 


ngulWlatter of Fact; and expreſsly ſays, this Author is 
neu new at miſtaken; For ſays he, the Bill was 
tice read, paſe'd the Houſe [of Commons] and 
1at Wer ſent up to the Lords by Mr. Sadler and others. 
ls ho denys this? Nay, further, May. 9%, 

r. 


m, queſtions the Truth of the Biſhop's ſaying, Hiſtory, &e. 
tt He found it ſaid, that ſomeadviſed, that Courts Part II. p. 
Iquifition, like thoſe in Spain, might be ſer up 346. 


* Elizabeth. 
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Hiftory of the Mr. Strype tells us, This Bill was read a th 

Reformation, time in the Upper Houſe and concluded. Ang Ve 

Sc. p. 68. jts true, that it was by the Queen ordered iq | 
laid a fide. Or, as Mr. Strype expreſſes it, 7}; 

Bill for ſome Political Reaſons paſſed not. 

= Page 435, col. 2. The Biſhop is ſaid by M. 
© Collier to appear inclined to guſtify the Comm 

! by which any Two of the Lay-Commiſnone 
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bl are authorized to exert the higheſt CenjyMWor 
6 ol the Church. But the Reader ſhall judge I: 
7 Hiſtory &e. this. The Biſhop's own Words are; That ua 
te Part III. p. was chiefly condemned in theſe Commiſſions was, if 
'M 400, 401. Queen giving the Viſitors Authority to proceed Mt 
$4 Eccleſiaſtical Cenſures, which ſeemed a great ſtrei Ha 


3 of her Supremacy : But it was thought that 
Queen might do that as well as the Lay-Chance 
7 lors did it in the Eccleſiaſtical Courts ; ſo that ou 
Abuſe was the Excuſe for the other. 
In 1715, the next Year after the Publication 

of Mr. Collier's Second Volume of his Fccleſ 
aſtical Hiſtory, the Biſhop publiſhed a S7p/emſſWar 
to his Two Parts of the Hiſtory of the Reform 
tion · In which like an honeſt Man, and a Lowe 
of Truth, he not only owned and corrected: 
the conſiderable Miſtakes made in his two fo 
mer Parts; but publiſhed ſuch Corrections vi 
them as were ſent him by Men well verſed ne 
tneſe Tranſactions, viz. Mr. Granger, Auth 
Wood, Mr. Strype, and two unknown Perſons. 
bis Preface his Lordſhip takes a curſory Notidſſſpin 
of Mr. Collier's Second Volume of his Ecclefial 
cal Hiſtory. He obſerves, what is very vil 
to any one who reads Mr. Colliers Work, that ra. 
treats him decently as to his Expreſſions, but dib 
all through to ſet ſuch Remarks on his Fork, as, Wen 
they were well grounded, muſt deſtroy the Credit thier: 
it has hitherto obtained. His Lordfhip then pc 
ceeds to give ſome Inſtances to ſhew what the Spie 
the Principles, and the Deſign of that Writer nit 
be : of which, he ſays, he will name but tour ops 


(41) F 
a great many. The firft of theſe is, that Mr. 
lier ſays of that Traytor Becker, that tho" his 
duc! in his Diſpute with King Hen. II. was 
ot altogether defenſible, he was far, however, from 
eing guilty of that groſs Miſ-management with 
hich he ix charged. This, it ſeems, is, that the 
Ling and Kingdom were excommunicated, and put BY. Burnet's 
ner an Interdict upon his Account. This Rela- Hijtory of the 
jon Mr. Collier ſays, is altogether a Miſtake : which SI 5 

& very deciſive, ſuppoſing it ſo; It's yet certain 244. 175 
at Becket by a Writing damn'd the Laws of 
larendon, and abſolved all thoſe who conſented 

them from obſerving them: Leges etiam illas 227 0, Tho 
larendonæ ſcripto damnavit, & omnes qui eis mæ Cantua- 
ſenſerunt ab earum obſervatione abſolvit. Nay we rien. a W. Ste. 
e told that he excommunicated all Obſervers, Phanide, &. 
ounſellors, Aſſiſtants, and Defenders of theſe 

ws and Cuſtoms ; and even threatned ſhortly 

) pronounce his Sentence againſt the King's 

erlon. He excommunicated all qui bona Can- 

arienſis Eccleſia, vel Eccleſias jeu bona Clerico- 

n ſuorum prorpria temeritate vel Regis occupa- 
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out anftoritate, Aliquos etiam Barones & cleri- 
d laterales Regis ex cauſis propriorum exceſſuum, 
fo onmnunicavit, & publice excommunicatos denun- 
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tri Præcepit. But indeed the Writer of his Life 

ments that no Notice was taken of theſe his 

enſures. Iii autem, proh dolor ! non ſe gere- 

nt excommunicatos. But to come nearer the 

dint, Fitz-Stephens owns that Becket had procured 

entence of Interdict. Iteram jubet Rex, ] ſulti- P+ 56 
5 pracavens taudem, ut nullus in Angliam trans- 
taturus recipiatur, niſi habeat Regis Literas ; ne 

te aliquis INTERDICTI SENTENTIA M, 

an ſciebat Archiepiſcopum habere, in Angliam 


as, 
t tHerret. This is ſufficient to juſtify the Biſhop's 
profffecount of this Matter, viz- that Becket had a | 
zpiriWtence of Inderdict. The Biſhop does not ſay | 
- 11Ft it was ever executed; but if it was not, that 


I 0 


s not Becker's Fault, but owing to the King's 
| F Care 
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+ His Lord- 
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Care and Providence. And yet Mr. Collier, be 
cauſe the Biſhop did not think fit to deſcend u 
Particulars, inſults his Lordſhip, as affording n 
more than bare Affirmation for the Point; and ex 
pecting that we ſhould refgn to implicit Beli 
winck againſt Evidence, and take his Mord fort 
Controverſy. Bona verba | 

As a Proof of Mr. Collier's ſtrong Partialit 
and Prejudice againſt the Biſhop, he obſerves, t 
ſhew the Biſhop a Falſifier of Hiſtory, and not t 
be credited in any Thing he writes, that the T. 
firſt Editions of the Ordinal made in K. Edward 
Reign, printed with Priviledge by Grafton a 
Mhitchurch, have none of the different Rites ma 
tioned by this f Gentleman. That theſe were nott 
two firſt Editions, he now owns himſelf convince 
bur {till he can't or won't believe his Lord(hij 
that the firſt Ordinal printed by Richard Grafit 
the King's Printer, in the Month of March, 154 
cum Privilegio ad imprimendum ſolum, had any 
the different Rites mentioned by his Lordſhip, t 
by the Favour of a Gentleman uncommonly we 
furniſhed with Curiofities of the Preſs, he kk 
at laſt gotten a Sight of it. And then he owns 
pow Peruſal he finds the Bihle laid on the! 
ſhop's Neck, the Paſtoral Staff put in his Han: 
and the Chalice with Bread in it, for the Prieſ 
ſome of the Conſecrating and Ordaining Ceremome 
Bur not the leaſt Attempt to yecall his Cenſurt, M tc 
to ask Pardon for his partial and unreaſonab 
Viſtruſt of the Biſhop. D 

Page 7. col. 1. Mr. Collier tells us, that c 
Fearned Prelate charges him with changing à vl & 
material Word in the Rubrick of the Common Pia 
„ i K Edward's Time. The Biſhop's on 
\ es 112, that /e ſets down the Explanation, ò 
wir ee ey material Word. Mr. Collier in tran; 
crits 144i; planation writes corporal Preſe 
of Chi + Ed Fleſh and Blood. Whereas, 


F 


— 


King Edu „ Li ay, the Words are real a 


eſſeiti 


X43") 


ſential Preſence there being of Chriſt's natural 

Fl and Blood. Now it can'c, I think, be well 

levied, that Mr. Collier has ſet down this Part of 

he Explanation wrong. The Queſtion is, whether 

She Alteration be very material. Mr. Collier pleads 

hat it is not, He will have it, that zeal and eſ- 

ial, and - corporal Preſence, are Terms of an 
Equivalent and Tantamount Senſe.” If he had 

id that real Preſence of Chriſt's natural Fleſh 

nd Blood, and corporal Preſence of Chriſt's na- 

ural Fleſh and Blood, are Terms of an Equiya- 

ent Senſe, he might have been hearkened to: 

ecauſe its ſure, that ſo the Terms are uſed. 

Thus the French Divines expres themſelves, Ia 

Preſence reelle du Corps de Jeſus Chriſt. But Mr. 

ier muſt know, that the Words real Preſence 

re often uſed, eſpecially by the Exgliſb Divines, 

o ſignifie a Preſence that is not corporal. Thus 
liſhop Fere. Taylor entitules his Book againſt See Penten 
ranſubſtantiation or the corporal Preſence of ages - 
briſt's natural Fleſh, he real Preſence and ſpiritu- 3 
of Chriſt he Sacrament, & c. Mr Collier himſelt Altar. p. 17. 
ems once to have thought the Terms real and 

oral Preſence not to be of an Equivalent Senſe. 

or in giving an Account of the Diſpute betwixt . Hit 
adhertus and Bertram he obſerves, that © this vol. x, p.261, 
Controverſie ſeems not, as Mr. Du Fin repre- col. i. 

ſents it, to be a bare Diſpute about Words: 

for though both Parties acknowledge a real 

Pzeſence, there was notwithſtanding a great 

Difference between them. Radbertus was for a 

carnal and bodily | corporal | Preſence ; Bertram, 

Lotus, &c. were for a ſpiritual and figurative 

Preſence ; which as to the Effects and Be- 

nefits, is no leſs real than the other.” Who 

dw, would ever think that real and corporal Pre- 

Wc, were Terms of a tantamount Senſe? | 
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bis Lordſhip's Vindication of the Ordinations . 


been already ſaid, from whence he has variedb 


Miſtake of the Tranſlator of the Form, as it 


ditions have been made to this Oath fin 


(44. 
Addenda & Emendanda. 


Page 14, Line 11. Mr. Collier is pleaſed | 
add, that he has tranſcribed Biſbop Burnet's Tra 
lation, of this Oath, as to the Main. How 
1ſhop would have tranſlated it may be ſee 
(however, ſo far as it agrees with the Form 


the preſent: Roman Pontifical) in the Appendix 


Church of England But the Biſhop. choſe 
tranſcribe the Form in Hals Chronicle as h 


in a few Inſtances, viz. 


Maintain . ( Retain, 
Seats for & States, E 
Threſholds 9 Lights. [ 


The laſt of which is a Correction of a pf 


in Hall, who read lumina for limina : The othe 
ſeem to be only Slips of the Pen or Errors of ii 
Preſs. Since in the Latin the Words are, . 
nendum and Status, which accordingly the Biſhi 
tranſlates in his Appendix aboveſaid, Retain, Sta 
Mr. Collier is pleaſed to amend the Word & 
by writing Sees, which is a Proof how carctul 
he minded the Original, 

I never ſaw the Latin Form from whence 
Tranſlation ſent to the Commons by the Ki 
was made; but ſuppoſe it to have been in the Pl 
zificals uſed here in England before the Reform 
tion. It however, plainly ſhews, chat ſeveral + A 


+ Nennulla recentioribus Pontiſicalibus addita fu 
que ab omnibus antiquis abſunt. Et quo Pontificali 
centiora ſunt, eo magis hoc in ijs elucet, Morinus de ſat 


_ Oramati, Part III. p. 10. 5 


th 
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it Time, as ſeveral betore were made to the 

om ſer forth by Pope Gregory A. D. 1236. ; 
at by what Authority Mr. Collier has altered the 

om which he gives us from the Biſhop's Hiſ- 

yy, he knows beſt. To let the Reader fee in 

bat Manner he is uſed, I ſhall ſet down the 

uin and Engliſo Tranſlation in Biſhop Burnet's 

d Mr. Collier's Hiſtories in three Columns. 


lix | 
Sift | Hi ſto. of Reforma. | Eccle- Hiſtary, &c. 
ofe Conſilſum ve- | —their Counſel to — their Countel 
18 þ quod mihi cre-| me credited by truſted as a Secret 


uri ſunt, per ſe, them, their Meſ-| to me, their Meſ- 
t nuntios ſuos, | ſengers, or Letters. | ſergers or Letters. 
literas. | 
Jura, Honores, | the Rights, Ho-] - the Rights, Ho- * Theſe 
iwvilegia, & anc-| nours, Privileges, | nours, Privileges, Words domini 
atem Santz| Auctorities of the] and Authorities of y9//ri — pre- 
manz Eccleſiæ, Church of Rome, the Church of drm ſeem 
Domini noſtri] and of the Pope] Rome I ſhall en- not to have 
pe, & ſueceſſo · and his Succeiſors,| deavour to pre- beer in the 
prædictorum] I ſhall cauſe to be | ſerve, defend, aug- Labin from 
ſervare, defen- | conſerved, defend- ment and promote, whence this 
e augere, pro- | ed, augmented and Tranſlation 
Were curabo, promoted. was made. 
in quibus] in the which a-| —in the which a- + The Words 
tra ipſum-+Do- | ny Thing fhall be] ny thing ſhall be domi num noſ- 


a ple 
as i 


; of t 


= wm noſtrum imagined againſt | contrived againſt tram. ſin iſtra 

eamdem Ro- | him or the Church | the Church of vel prajudici- 
u, KA bam Eceleſiam | of Rome, their] Rome, their Kights, alia, ſeem to 
d K ua ſiniſtra vel | Rights, Seats, Ho-] Sees, Honours or have been ad- 


judicialia per- nours or Powers, | Powers. ded, ſo that 
arum, Juris, the Oath be- 
ris, Status & | f fore ran thus: 
ſtatis eorum 5 | contra ipſum 
chi nentur. | : vel Romanam 
f Hzreticos, | Hereticks,Schiſ- | Hereticks, Schiſ. Eecleſi am, jura 
imaticos, & re. | maticks, and Re- | miticks and Re- hyngres, Status 
es, eidem do. bels to our Holy | bels to our Holv  Poteſtates 
D noſtro vel] Father and his] Father, and his eorum macbi- 
ellorihus pra | Succeffors, I {hall | Succeſſors, I ſhall nentur. 

tis, pro poſſe | re ſiſt and pe ſecute reſiſt and proſecute 

_ & im- to my Power. to my Power. 

Inabo, 


arctul 


nce t 


1+ A 
h fin 


lita fu 


calia 


— 


de ſacdſ Theſe Clauſes are not in Pope Gregories 


J Sin- 


* Adjutor 
ero ad retinen- 
dam 
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+ Singulis annis [—T ſhall viſit | —T ſhall viſit yea 


aut per me, aut | yearly perſonaily, | Iy in Perſog, orb 
per certum nun- | or by my Deputy. | my Deputy. 
cium viſitabo. — Without the | — Without + 
—inconſulto Ro- Pope's Counſel, - | Pope's Advice, 
mano Pontifice = | | 


I'm loath to think that theſe Omiſſions of # 
Pope and his Succeſſors — him were pu 
poſely made by Mr- Collier that he might hay 
the fairer Pretence to contradict King Henry ant 
his Council, and to ſhew that there was 20 
confiſtency, as they ſaid there was, or that it w; 
not ſo clear, betwixt this Oath and the Oath « 
Allegiance. The Clauſe Hereticos pro puſ 
perſequar, Cc. is not in Pope Greg: y's Form 
but I again aſſure the Reader that it is perſequ 
in the preſent Roman Pontifical, and not profequi 
as Mr. Collier affirms. On the Whole, he hu 
poſes that the moſt exceptionable Clauſe in t 
Oath is, the Biſhop's {wearing to * mat 
the Regalia or Royalties of St. Peter. But u 


ſays he, mayn't theſe Words be reſtrained to af 


ritual Supremacy ? It this was their true Meal 
ing, what Occaſion was there for altering th 
Clauſe, which in P. Gregory's Form ran thu 
Papatum Sanctæ Romanæ Eccleſiæ & regulas (and 


torum Patrum adjutor ero ad defendendum G 


tinendum —— ? Almoſt every Child knoy 
that the Pope's Royalties are far enough from b 
ing ſpirirual ones, and that by the Papacy it { 
it would be deemed a Falſification of this Oat 
to underſtand the Words Regalia Santi Petri 


Jura, Honores, Privilegia, & Aucloritatem faul 


Romana Eccleſiæ, Domini noſtri Papa, & ſucce 
rum in a ſpiritual Senſe and wholly ab 


8 


In the Form of the preſent Pontiſical this Clauſe 75th 
expreſſed ; Singulis trienniis perſonaliter per me ipſum 
ſitabo, Oc. 


tract 
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3d from the Things of this World; or even W 
b mean the Pope's being Head and Governour de facris, Ge. 
al Biſhops and Prieſts, or his being Univerſal Lib. I. cap. 
ſhop. On the contrary, we are aſſured that 10. 
vas adjudged Hereſy at Rome, aliquid Pontifi- 3 28 
| negare, to deny any Thing to the Pope, or fate Papæ. Pref. 
) queſtion his having in Rege & Principes Secu. De ſummo ſive 
es jus & imperium ; indirectly, at leaſt, as Romano Pen- 
LIarmive maintains this temporal Authority of FO 
e Pope's, So that a Man muſt wink hard and 
ſolve to deceive himſclt, if theſe Expreſſions and 
ters in the Oath, do not make him ſenſible 
ww inconſiſtent the Popiſh Clergys Obligation to Dr. Barrow 
Pope is with their Duty to the Prince. 3 
However, to carry his Point, and ſhew that p. * " 
+ Inconſiſtency between tbeſe Oaths may not be ſo 
ur as bas ſometimes been pretended, Mr. Collier 
fers to ſhew, that the Clergy did wot believe the 
we Monarch of Chriſtendom. But its very plain, 
at the Engliſb Clergy knew that the Pope be- 
wed himſelf ſo. Certain Men, ſay they, do ima- The Inſtitu- 
and affirme that Chriſte ould give unto the ien of a Chri- 
ibop of Rome Power and Auftoritie not only to bo Ces ON boy 
cad and Governour of all Prieſts aud Biſhops in in ; 7. 
briſt's Church, (there's Mr. Collier's ſpiritual 
premacy) but alſo to have and occupy the whole 
bnarchie of the World in his Hands. —— the 
de biſhops of Rome aſpired and roſe at length unto 
th greatneſſe in ſtrength and auctoritre : that they 
ſumed and took upon them to be Heads, and to 
Wt laws by their own auCtoritie, not onely unto all 
ber biſhops within Chriſtendome, but alſo unto them- 
ort, kings, and other the Princis and lords of 
world, and that under the Pretence of the auto- 
ie committed unto them by the goſpel, And let 
mmon Senſe judge whether an Oath to help, 
retain and defend againſt all Men, and to cauſe 
be conſerved, defended, augmented and promoted, 
h Rights, Honours, Privileges, and Audtorities 

TS 25 


Cotten A- Pope, made his Proteſtation in open Parli 


brid g. of Re c X | 
— 348. c ment againſt them, ſaying, That the Po 


Bp.Gibſ.'s the Act of Premunire for purchaſing of Bulls fron 


"X40" 

as theſe, be at all conſiſtent with an Oath to H 
Prince to be faithful and true to him. te 
The Inſtance of Arch-biſhop Courtney prod 
ced by Mr. Collier, to ſhew that the Clergy d 
not believe the Pope Monarch of Chriſtendonf 
proves only, if it proves ſo much, that the Ardf 
biſhop was ſo ſenſible of the Inconſiſtency of H 
Oath to his Prince with that taken to the Pop 
that he could not keep the former without a&in 
againſt the latter. He therefore inſtead of 4 
fing to be conſerved, defended, augmented, &c, | 
rights, honours, priviledges, and auttorities of 1 


ought not to excommunicate any Biſhop, nd 
© intermeddle for, or touching any Preſentati 
* roany Eccleſiaſtical Dignity recovered in anyt 
* King's Courts ; That the Pope ought to mal 
© no Tranſlations to any Biſhoprick within il 
© Realm againſt the King's Will: for that t 
* ſame was the Deſtruction of the Realn 
and Crown of England, whieh hath alw; 
© been ſo free, as the ſame hath had none earth 
© Sovereign, but only ſubject to G OD ina 
© Things, touching Regalities, and to none 
n | | 

This Mr. Collier repreſents, as if the Arc 
biſhop ſolemnly declared, that in Caſe any Preluſi 
were tranſlated 10 Sees in foreign Dominions, i. 
wichout the Realm, Oc. that by this Means t 
Wealth aud Treaſure of the Nation /hould be expitt 
ed Eccleſi. Hiſto. Vol. II. p. 69. col. 1. Þ 
tho”, for this, he refers in his Margin to Cotton 
Abridgement, he ſeems to have had in his Ey 


c. Rome, paſſed in this Parliament: wherein 
is ſaid, that © the Archbiſhops, Biſhops and oh 
Prelates mah ing Proteſtations that i 160 
© their Mind to deny nor affirm that the Biſb 
* Rome may not excommunicate Biſhops, , | 

| tha 
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Mat be may make Tranſlation of Prelates af” 
ter the Law of the holy Church, anſwered and 


odd %; —— that if any Executions of ſuch 
A Tranſlations be made of any Prelates of the 
om ame Realm, [of England] which Prelates be 
Aud rery profitable and neceſſary to our ſaid Lord 
of HMthe King, and to his ſaid Realm, or that the 


gainſt his Will, be removed and carried out 
of the Realm, ſo that the Subſtance and Trea- 


ame is againſt the King and his Crown.“ This 
Ir, Collier reports thus; Archbiſhop Courtney 
ſolemnly declared, that in Caſe any Prelates 
were tranſlated to Sees in Foreign Dominions, 
or the ſage Hieges of the King's Council were 


G., Oh! had he but caught the Biſhop thus 
lying our Records, how would the Advertiſer 
wetriumphed 1 . | 

To the Inſtance of this Archbiſhop the learned 

Itorian might have added others, it he had plea- 
, to ſhew that he then Church of England was 

jt ſuch a Y/afal to the Pope as it was after- 

ards: For no Body that I know of, pretends 

War the Papal Uſurparions were made all at 

ee. No, as the Engliſh Clergy, in 1537, very 


acquire, or get any Primacy or Governaunce a- 
bore any other Biſhops out of his Province in 
Wi. Since which Time he hath ever uſurped 
more and more.” The two following Inſtances 
We Proofs of his doing ſo here in England. 

Anſelm Archbiſhop of Canterbury having 
arrelled with the King about his owning the 
tle of Urban to the Papacy, on a diſpured E- 


the Engliſb Nation, (by which no one was to 


mM any Pope, who was not owned as Pope by 
8 the 


are People of his Council, without his Afent aud 


ure of the Realm may be conſumed, that the 


forced out of the Kingdom againſt their Mill, 


Webtly obſerved, © it was many Hundred Years The I:/tituti- 
after Chriſt, before the Biſhop of Rome could en «f a Chr; f. 


ten 1M 


ton, in Oppoſition to the Law and Uſage 


2. _ 
the King and the States of the Realm, nor got ed 
Rome without the King's Leave, ) threatned i 
go to Rome whether the King would give hi 
Leave or not. On which the Hiſtorian tels ul 

Eadimer Hiſl. that ſeveral ot the Biſhops with ſome of the} 
Novorum rons, made the following Remonſtrauce to hi 
lib. II. p. 39. You promiſed, ſay they, to the King bimſelf th 

you would always hereafter obſ-rve his Ulares u 

Laws, aud faithfully defend them for him againſt of 

Mn: on which Promiſe having depended, His Milf 

jeſij hoped that for the future he ſhould be quiet, B 

this Promiſe, this Faith of yours you eaſily bid 

through, fince you threaten you Il go to Rome, wil 

out expecting his Leave. For its a Thing unhe 

of in his Majeſties Kingdom, and altogether conti 

20 the Uſages of it, that any of his principal Subjef 

and eſpecially you, ſhould preſume any ſuch Thi 

And yet, in a little more than a Hundred Yea 

after this, every Biſhop at his Ce nſecratiou . 

obliged to ſwear, that every Near he would a 

Decret. Greg. the Thr eſholds of the Apoſtles, alias Rome, eit h 
Lib. II. Tit. by himſelf, or a certain Meſſenger ; and afterwal 
XXIII. e. 4. that every three Tear he would perſonally viſit th 
aue ei _ himſelt, and give an Account to his Lord Pope 
bis Whole Paſtoral Charge, Cc. 

Hilo. No. The other Inſtance is this: The ſame iſt 
Tib. III p. 48. rian tells us, that in the next Reign, that of He 

| I. Guido Archbiſhop of Vienna came into E 
gland, to execute, as it was ſaid, the Office 

Legate of all Britain, by the Precept and A 

thority of the Apoſtolick See: ¶Mpich, ſays i 

Hiſtorian, being heard, every Body was ſtruck u 

Admiration : Since they all knew it was a Thing 

beard of in Britain, that any Man ſhould bear ji 

a Character, except only the Archbiſhop of Cante 
' bury. Wherefore as he came, ſo he returned, bl 
acknowledged by uo Body for Legate, nor hav 

executed his Office of Legate in any one Thing. b 
in Pope Gregory's Time, the Papal Uſurpatiol 
were ſo tar increaſed, that the Biſhops were ob 

o 
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ed to [wear to the Pope, that the Legate of the 
Apoſtolick See, whom they certainly knew to be ſo, 
hey would honourably treat in his going and co- 
wing, and would aſſiſt in his Neceſſities: And in 
Wc Form in the preſent Roman Pontifical, the 
auſe quem certum efle cognovimus is left out of 


ni 

. . 8 
0 Mr. Collier obſerves, that we do not frud the Pope 
4 erted any Cenſure upon the Prelates, or charg'd 


em with the Breach of their Oaths, for this ſo- 
mn adherence to the Civil Magiſtrate As it our 
ſhops were always obliged to ſwear to the 
Pope, or the Oath they took was conſtantly the 
ime with that. in the preſent Roman Pontifical. 
n Eccleſiaſtical Hiſtorian ought to have known 
eter, than to ſuppoſe ſuch open and notorious 
alchoods. We have ſeen that the Clauſes of re- 
icing the Regalities of St. Peter, and cauſing to 
conſerved, defended, &c. the Righte, Honours, 
c. of the Pope, were not in tne Form of the 
Path, .put out by Pope Gregory, A. D. 1236. 


at Time, when Archbiſhop Courtney was con- 
ctated. But waen theſe Clauſes were inſerted I 
d not find. | 
To ſhew further, that there is not that Jacon- 
lency between theſe Oaths as is pretended, 
t. Collier obſerves, that rhe Biſhops in their Oath 
Allegiance, renounce all Clauſes (in the Oath 
ey take to the Pope) which may be conſtrued to 
e Prejudice of the Crown, Then, it ſeems, 
: Oath taken by the Biſhops, Cc. to the Pope 
is then underſtood to have ſome Clauſes in it, 
nich might be conſtrued to the Prejudice of the- 
nw. And how does this differ from what the 
ſhop ſays, that the Contradiction betrreen theſe 
0 Onths was very vifible? As to the King's 
ying Security given him by the Biſhops renoun- 
g theſe Clauſes, irs contrary to the whole 
rrent of our Hiſtory, from the Time that the 
| G2: - Eccle- 


nd it was now not much above 13o Years ſince A. D. 1369. 


| 
| 
| 
| 
| 
| 


* 
Eccle 5- tical Liberty prevailed, or that the Ce v. 
gy ciaimed an Independency on the Secular aal 
Power, and began to be exempted from it, o 
the Time of the Reformation. c 
The Whim of the Oath's being reſtrained to Mee. 
| a ſpiritual Supremacy, is as odd as all the reſt, 
; - Suppoling it meant no more, what has the Pope et 
; to do to require the owning that by our Engliſh 
Biſhops? If you'll believe Mr. Collier, this Chain 
of the Popes being Heads and Governours of the ie 
Prieſts and Biſhops of the Engliſh Church, is era 
deavoured to be diſproved by himſelf. And it lee: 
had not done it, the Reader might have ſeen i e. 
very ſubſtantially done by the learned Biſhop H/ 
lingfieet, Mr. Bingham, and others. This OathWlo! 
to the Pope, therefore, impoſed on the Engi 
Biſhops at their Conſecration, can no way ib 
juſtified ; nor is it at all to be wondred at, tha tt 
the Engliſh Parliament ſhould be all on a Fire on 
its being reported to them, The Eccle. Hiſto een 
rian had better therefore have let alone the tr! 
fling he has uſed to juſtifie it; ſince it only ſueui C 
bow apt Mens Inclinations are to get the bette be 
of their Senſe and Underſtanding. Gr 
Page 18. lin. 10. Biſhop Stil/ingfleet ſeems tail 
| have thought Vicegerent and Vicar-general two Ol C 
f the Ecel-ſi.fices. Thus his Lordſhip expreſſes himſelf ; * Mere 
1 &c. © Vertue of this Act [26 Hen. VIII. c. 1.] Cube. 
1 * wel was made Vicegerent and Vicar general (o t! 
| * both are in the ſame Commiſſion.”) In th 
Commiſſion (as it appears by the King's Com pec 
miſſion to thoſe whom Cromwe! had, by verti 
of rhe Power granted to him, deputed to be tend 
King's Commiſlaries) Cromwel is ſtiled Vicezeren fl; 
Vicar general, ſpecial and principal Commiſſar yet 
Tt. de se and Official. Now Lyndwond, who I ſuppoſe wilt 
8 ra. Fer. be allowed by Mr. Collier to be a competent Judge M 
of this Queſtion, expreſsly affirms, that the /owagran 
T— er or Authority of the Vicars General is dife rlt 
rent from that of the Principal Officials. Hor Re 


Vi 


J3 


e. MVicariorum generalium] Poteſtas differt ab Offi 
alium Principalium Poteſtate. Conſequently I 
dould think them to be diſtindt Offices. The 

eaning therefore of the Patent ſeems to have 


Ular 


to en, That Cromwe! had by it confer'd on him 
reſt be ſeveral and diſtin& Powers which belonged 
opeMo the reſpective Offices of Vicar-general, Principal 


mmmiſſary and Official, and was inveſted with 
ande Office of Vice-gerent as paramount to theſe 


dr in Parliament ſhall be placed, the Vice- © 10» 

nent is appointed to fit upon the ſame Form that 

e Archbiſhop of Canterbury ſitteth on, and above 

eſame Archbiſhop. But tho' this be ſo, it muſt be 

lowed to be Fact, that the two Titles of Vice» Dagdale's 
nent, and the King's Vicar-Gexeral in Spiritu- Summoniti. 
bus were uſed promiſcuoufly in the publick P' 501. 
nitruments, and that Cromwe!'s having a ſecond 

ommiſſion for being /ice-gerent, ſeems to have 

een a Miſtake of Lord Herbert's, by which the 

hop was miſled. 


hen the Biſhop * wrote his Second Part he met with II. p. 104, 
Cromwel's Commiſſion for Vicar-general, and col. I. 
uſt before Le aſſures us that, this Commiſſion of 


WW Cromwel's is ftill Extant. For a Proof of which 
Berefers us to his own Collection of Records N-. 30. 


here he himſelt calls this Commiſion King Hen- 
the Eighth's Commiſſion in Allowance of the De- 
uation made by Cromwel Vicar General. By in- 
pecting it any one may ſee, that it is not a Com- 
Wilſon to Cromwell, but to others there named, 
nd deputed by Cromwell to be the King's Com- 
niflaries, by Virtue of the Power granted him 
che King ſo to do, by His Commiſſion to him 
f Vice-gerent, &c. 5 
Mr. Collier, Page 108, col. 1. undertakes to 
amine ſome of the Remarks of the Biſhop. The 
rt he mentions is, the Biſhop's © taxing the 
Religious with Encrogchment upon the Church 
| | © upon 


ther Offices. Accordingly by the Act how 31 Hen. VIII. 


Our learned Eccleſiaſtical Hiſtorian adds, that Hi to. Vol. 
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4 | 
1 | © upon the Score of their Exemprions,* All 
A Fault our learned Examiner finds with this is 
1 I underſtand him right, that * as the Exempti 
* were not ſo early, ſo neither were they 
© many as is commonly pretended.* As to U 
Date of them, the Biſhop queſtions the ancie 
ones, as high up as 680, or before, as J 
Forgeries : And as for the Number of theſe E 
emptions, as the Biſhop does not pretend to git 
us a Catalogue of them: So ve are aſſuredb 
Bo. Gis¹ another very learned Prelate, that? ſuch Exem 
p. Gibſen . 
Codex, Ge. tions were commonly grauted at Rome, to tho 
p. 1018. who ſollicited for them; eſpecially to th 
© larger Monaſteries, and ſuch who had Wealt 
© enough to ſollicit powerfully.” Theſe were Tot 
Exemptions, as wholly excluſive of Ordinary ju 
riſdiction, or the Juriſdiction of all Ordinaric 
of which the Compilers of the Reformatio Legu 
thus ſpeak, Libertates & Immunitates Eccleli 
aſticas videmus ſæpenumero afferre peccandi ſecuii 
tatem. But then there were other Exemptin 
which were only partial ones, as excluſive of th 
or that Ordinary, but not of all. Of both thel 
Sorts, Mr. Collier will, I believe, find upon recol 
lect ion as many as ever the Biſhop pretended. Ne 
is this at all to be wondered at, or thought incte 
dible, ſince beſides the profitable Griſts that wett 
brought to the Pope's Mill by Sollicitations fo 
theſe Exemptions, the Papal Power was increaſedb ur 
them; the exempt Places being ſubject to the Pope 
Bn.Stilling- only, who alone could vt them, and to v/ho 
er of the only Appeals lay from the Courts held in the 
eclefiafti Accordingly in the Grant of Exemption, the im 
Juriſdiction. mediate Subje&ion to the Roman See is expreſled 
Fits. Reform Page 158, col. 1. Mr. Collier reaſons again 
Fart I. p. 35 1 the Biſhop's ſaying, that the Calumny that ai 
were put to Death For not ſwearing the King's S 
premacytic an impudent Falſehood : For not ſo mud 
as one Perſon ſuffered upon that Account. For whicn © 


his Lordſhip gives this Reaſon (which wy „ eyea 
| teat 


#6 +> © 


ned Examiner ſeems to have been overlook'd) 
Mt there was not any Law for any ſuch Oath before 
Parliament in the 28th Tear of the King's Reign, 
Jear (or two) atter, the Time when theſe Ca- 
Fra! Proceedings began, as his Lordſhip elſe- H/. Re for. 
ore obſerves. Almoſt the ſame Account is Part II. p. 352. 
wen by the learned Biſhop Stillingfleer. Speak- 

no of Biſhop Fiſher and Sir Thomas Moor, he gf 33, Ecele. 
bs; It is by no Means evident, that theſe two Juriſdifi. &c. 
nſons ſuffered merely on the Account of denying the v. 214, 215. 
s Supremacy For their Attainder in Parlia- 

mt was for refuſing the Oath of Succeſſion ; and Works. p. 283. 
James the Firſt mentions the Words of Sir Tho- 

15 Moor, to that Purpoſe, which he ſpake to the 

ids when he was condemned. And their Attain- 

, if I miſtake not, was in the ſame Parliament 

ich made it Treaſon to deprive the King of his 

ait), Title, or Name of Royal Eſtate, and 

erefore could not be by an Ac not then paſſed. His 

ordſhip ſeems indeed to have been miſtaken as 

) this laſt Particular: however, if Grafton be Chen. * 
be credited, who tells us, that Bifhop Fier 51126. 
as beheaded June 22, and Sir Thomas More, * 

uh 26, 26 Hen. VIII. whereas the Act for the 

tification of the King's Majeſtie's Stile was not 

fled till 35 Hen. VIII. 

But Mr. Collier is pleaſed to obſerve, that the | 
hop owns, that many of the Carthuſians were Hiſto. Refor. 
kecuted for their open denying the King's Supre- Bart L. P. 241. 
icy. He does ſo: and that three Priors and a bid, N 352 
onk of the Carthuſian Order were in the Begin- 

g of the 27th Year of the King's Reign, indicted 

Treaſon, for ſaying ; That the King was not 

preme Head, under Chriſt, of the Church of 

land. But there ſeems to be ſome Difference 
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n the Life of Sir Thomas Mere, publiſhed by Mr. Hearne, 
6 p. 56. Sir Thomas is falſely ſaid to ſuffer Death on 
Jeſday, 5. Thomas's Even, and the Utas of St. Peter in 
e yeare of our Lord GOD 1537. 


be- 


(56) 
* open 9 King's Supremacy,” ui. 
not ſwearing it. at theſe Carthuſians and 
* _ VIII. thers of the ſame Order about meg Time | 
Es fered for, was plainly refuſing to ſwear 10 gf 
ſerve the Act concerning the King's Succeſſion 
J | Hen, VIII. the Refuſal of which was to de 5nd 
i ed Miſpriſion of High Treaſon. By the Oi 
= which was authorized by Authority of Parj 
. ment next Year; all manner of the King's dil 
1 jects, as well Spiritual as Temporal were! 
4 ſwear to bear Faith, Truth and Obedience alu 
to the King's Majeſty.— and not to any th 
within this Realm, nor Foreign Authority or I 
tentate: and in Caſe any Oath be made, or hath ly 
made by them to auy Perſon or Perſons, that th 
they are to repute the ſame as vain and annihilat 
This ſtruck at the Oath of Fidelity which eie 
1 Abbat, &c. was obliged to take to the Pope: 
">" Wh the Time of his Benediction by the Apoſtolic 
EE Authority: This they were to repute as ee 
and annibilate. And this was indeed, in EM... 
to acknowledge the King's Supremacy, or a N 
Bp. Svilling- in Him to govern all forts of Men, by his m 
Feet oo _ Laws, without any Foreign Juriſdiction, and th 
=_ e. With Reſpect to Eccleſiaſtical Matters, as wel of, 
| ; Temporal. And this, I ſuppoſe, is the Real; 

See Hall, Why theſe Religious are ſaid by our Hiſtoria 
Greftcn, 8c. to have ſuffered for Denying the King to be (upreat 
Head of the Church. bur they can in no Senſe 
ſaid to have ſuffered for not ſwearing it, or un 
taking the Oath commonly called the Oath 
the King's Supremacy, becauſe that Oath was vi, 
28 Hen. VIIIlenacted to be taken till to Years after, when 

| was made Death to refuſe it 
Mr. Collier, in his Anſwer to ſome Excep!:8,, 
' &c. obſerves of the Biſhop, that he owns a // 
riation between the Lambeth Print [of the Fo! 
of Ordination, &c. 1549] and the Paſſages trai 
cribed in his Hiſtory, and which is more, be is. 
| kind as to prove it. Then, I hope, his R 
| | 


Page 6. 


C37" F 


5 4 hip will be allowed, for once, to be ſo fortunate i 
and , 70 recollect himſelf, and acquaint the Reader with | 


is former Miſtake : This is more than M. Col- 
0 o has thought fit to do in the preſent Inſtance. 
Ks great a Variation as any betwixt his Lord- 
ps Account of that Form, Cc. and the printed 
orm ic ſelf is tranſcribed by Mr. Collier, in 


yy CC ͤ ͤ — — — 


as Poſtſcript to this Anſwer of his. It is this; | 
5 Sul bur Peruſal, ſays he, I find the Bible, &c,—— | 
e Wi] the Chalice with Bread in it, for the Prieſt, | 
un of the conſecrating Ceremonies. So ſaid the 


liſhop in Part II. of his Hiſtory ; and with his P. 144; 

ther Hand to give him a Bible, with à Chalice 

Bread in it. But no ſuch Thing is to be N | 
bund in the Ordinal it ſelf, There the Rubrick = 
us ſtands: The Biſhop ſball deliver to every one | 
them the Bible in the one Hand, and the Cha- 

ce or Cup with the Bread in the other Hand. Not 


Word of the Bread being in the Cup or Cha- 9 
Vid. Miſſale 


7 a be 
„ No, tho the breaking the Wafer, and Ord 


utting a f Piece of it into the Chalice be a gr Ro. 
aſs Ceremony, I don't find it to be an Ordaining mæ 1666. 


re. The Kubrick in the Roman Pontifical is more ,,,,, .. 
| th [1 * * T; 4 . 70 2 : 8 li 4 2 Ording< 
q wlicite ; Tum tradit cuilibet ſucceſſive Calicem jive pre, bye 


m vino & aqua & Patenam ſuperpofitam cum hoſ- teri, 
a. This Miſtake is the more inexcuſable in 
ir. Collier, as being made by him atter the Bi- 
bop had given him an exact Copy of this Ru- 
ick: Mr. Colliers comparing it himſelf wich the 
ine, and his Inſulting the Biſhop with ſo much 
Vſtentation for varying from it. Had the Bi- 
vp managed thus, how would the learned Mr. 
lier have ſtrutted and crowed over his Lord- 
hip? Bur, according to the Proverb, Faults - 
re thick where Love is thin. 


2 — 


4 — dumit tetum ſanguirem Cam Particula in Ca- 
& polita. Ritas celebrandi biijjam. c. 10. 


H Mr. — 


(580 

Mr. Collier concludes with obſcrving that, oi&71 

the Biſhop's taking Leave, he has a parting Bim e 

This learned Prelate, ſays he, is pleaſed 10 Im 8 

He ſhould have a better Opinion of my Integrity, Nor 

had profeſſed my ſelf not to be of his Communion, wif 

of the Communion of any other Proteſtant Church: b 

which, I ſuppoſe, the Biſhop meant Mr. Collier 

throwing oft that Diſguiſe which Dean Hicks 

himſelf, and others, at that time, appeared i 

and ſeeming to think our Church a true Chur 

and its Communion ſafe. His Lordſhip ſeem 

to have known ſomething of the Secret, and tha 

under this deceitful Appearance was hid the mol 
uncharitable Opinion of our Church, and of he 

Biſhops and Clergy that it was poſſible for thi 

corrupt een of Man to conceive. This has ſin; 

7 appeared more Publick: That our Communia 
1 is — as ſchiſmatical, and our Biſhop 
17:6. Cha. and Prieſts repreſented as Corab's in the Schiſm 
rater of a Pri. Uſurpers, &c. that their very Prayers are Sin, a 
I x = 1 * their Sacraments no Sacraments, but Sacrilege : nai 
PPE that all that adhere to them are out of the Church, AW" 
new Communion Office, fitted to Mr. Colier's Ne 

tions in his Eccleſiaſtical Hiſtory, has been mad 

A. D. 1710. publick, together with Offices for Confirmation, ae 
the Viſitation of the Sick, in the laſt of which ii" 

a notable Receipt for making an Ointment tif 

anoint the Sick: All which were before ai" 

great Secrets as Dean f Hickes his being Biſpo 


* Had this been known, and h:w ſeverely be eendemeſffece 
Ice his our Communion, that tho they who were of it ſhould a 
Pro Gio 29 Martyrs in it, their Martyrd:m would not be excepted i 

Pontions. GOD, they would loſe the Crown of Glory promiſed t 
£ it, be could never have h much ingrat iated himſelf mt 
ſeme of the Clergy as be did. And therefore that be mig 
fleal on their blind fide, aud effeFually gain bis Ends f 
them, be dreſſed himſelf in Sheep's Cloatbing, and in b 
Writings, to wbich he put his Name, counterftits  fiamn 
Zeal fir the eſtabliſhed or natima] Church. See His ko 
formed Devotions aud Leiters betwixt hin and a Popin 
Prieſt, in the Preface. i 
0 
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it, a8 Thetford, conferring Orders, c. A Book of 


otions, with the Title of The true Church 


Lommended, and we have been told of Over- 
es made to a Patriarch of the Greek Church 


receive them and thoſe who have been fo far 
lle ceived, as to adhere to them, into their Com- 
nion. But Mr. Collier is picaſed to obſerve, 
ar the Biſhop has quite miſſed the Mark, in ſup- 


Lordſhip's Communion. Is it ſo then, that Mr. 
mol er did profeſs himſelf not to be of our Com- 
nion? &c. By comparing what he has writ- 
in his Eccleſiaſtical Hiſtory, with the publick 
&s of the Church ot England, and other Pro- 


be of another, and very different Commu- 
on; But I don't remember that he has any 
ere in that Work, or any other, made any 


amed Hiſtorian ſeems to underſtand his Lord- 
Man's Self not to be of our Communion (which 


mmuniou of any other Proteſtant Church, (ſince 
the Proteſtant Churches are in Communion 
ith us; nay, give us the Right-hand of Fellow- 
ip) was the ſame as being a Papiſt. Well, be 
ſo; Mr. Collier may then, perhaps, think on 
ecolletion, that the Mark is not quite miſſed. 
his, however, no way appears to have been his 
Wordſhip's Deſign, to charge Mr. Collier with 
oepery; ſince it's very poſſible for a Man to pro- 
s himſelf zoe to be of the Biſhop's Communion, 
Fr of the Communion of any other Proteſtant 
hurch, and yet not be a Papiſt. So, however, 
Wihop Thomas, (as the vain Man writes him- 
E if he be the ſame with him who ſubſcri- 
cd with Jeremiah, the Papers ſent to the Greek 
| | Pa. 


lege ve O, morons —, Cc. 


hung that he did not profeſs bimſelf not to be of 


eon or Declaration of his being ſo. Our 


at Churches, one would indeed ſuſpect him 


ip as charging him with Popery; as if to profeſs 
e the Biſhop's Words) nor conſequently of the * 


* 


England Man's Companion in the Cloſet, has been printed 1721. 


> 
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Patriarch ) ſeems to have * Since in 
Lear 1725, he publiſhed a Vindication of hin 
ſelf from the fa/ Is e Charge of turning Papiſt ; wh 
it was no Secret, that ſo far was: he from b. bei 
of the Biſhop's Communion,” and conſequently 
the Communion of any other Proteſtant Church, th 
he had iolemnly renounced this Communic 
See the Form ſchiſmarical, and profeſſed his hearty Sorrowk 
4 of Renunci- continuing 10 long in it as he had done, and 
I 3 = cbe ſo doing joining with Schiſmaticks in their fink 
y Cou- 
rant, No, and immoral Prayers. The Inſtances colle& 
4545. by Mr. Collier to ſhew that he can't be fil 
| charg'd with Popery, are a farther Proof of thi 
They do indeed demonſtrate that he is noPapi 
but what Proq they of his being of f 
Biſhop's Com or of the Communich 
any other Proteſgnr Church ? Bur to windy 
theſe Reflaftions, Mr, Collier would do wel 
remember an Obſervation of his own, in Of 
to his ſceing his and the Advertiſer s Treatm 
of the Biſhop, in a true Light, viz. That ourd 
Eſſay ef the tereſt and Inclinations have a ſtrange Power 
Weakneſs of deceiving us. A ſtrong Affection or Diſlike #4 
—_— repreſent Matters in à different Light, ay 


22 alter their moral Appearances. 


* 


a 


